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Hifoire de la derniere, 8c. i. e. The Hiftory of the laft Confpi- 
racy of Naples, 1701. Printed at Paris. by Peter Giffard, 
1706, 12°. Pages 177. 


~~ Hough the ory were not the laft who acknow- 

-  ledg’d King Philip V. by a-‘Solemn Proclamation, the 

Germans did -not. defpair to bring them under Obe- 

dience to the Archduke of Au/ffria, and endeavour'd - 

to have furpriz’d their Loyalty by an Intrigue ; the Account of 
which is the Subject of this Book. : 

The Emperor was not ignorant how much the Heads of fome 

Families of the firft Quality were addi&ted to his Intereft : Ce/ar 

d’ Avalos, the ps del Vafto, continually follicited that Prince 

to fend Troops to feize upon Naples, where he undertook for the 


Affe&tion of the Inhabitants. Francis Coetano, Prince of fa Ca- 
ferte, wrote a Letter with his own Hand, in the Year 1701, to 
Prince Lichtenftein that was the Archduke’s Governor, and after 
the ufual Complements, took occafion to aflure him how defirous 
he was to fignalize his Zeal for the Emperor’s Service. The 
. Hopes of the Houfé of Auffriz being thus revived, the Council 
of Vienna began to lag tbe Sx ae ot a Confpiracy in the King- 
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‘domof Naples. The Confpirators fent foba Caraffa, Brother 
tothe Count de Pollicaftro, and Charles de Sangro, Brother to the 


Count of St. Lucite, to Rome. Caraffa and Sangro were both 
Officers in the Emperoi’s Troops, and equally efteem’d at Naples 
by the Nobility and the People, but their Genius was much diffe- 
rent. Caraffa was Vain and Indifcreet, and maintain’d with . 
Haughtinefs, in all Companies wherever he caine, the Right of 
the Houfe of Auftriz. He had imprudently wrote to Anthcny 
his Baftard Brother, to engage the Count de Pollicaftro, their 
Brother, to take the Emperor’s part; Anthomy acquainted the 
Vice-Roy with it, who immediately difcoverd it to the Duke 
d'Uceda, the King of Spain’s Ambaflador to the Pope. Our Au- 
thor does not tell us what Meafures they took upon this at the 
‘Court of Spain, but the Confpirators took care to fend Caraffa to 
Vienna, that they might be rid ef a Perfon that was not ‘fit to 
manage a Proje€t which required fo much Secrecy. . , 

Sangro, more profound and-cunning, fhew’d all manner of 
Civilities to the Spaniards in Publick, whilft he privately treated 
with the Germans. He brought over to their Party Ferome and 
gue Capece,two Brothers ; the firft was a Man of a defperate 

ortune,the fecond was accufed of Crimes, and among the reft of” 
Murder, for which he had fled from Nap/es,and had thrown him- 
felf among the Clergy to efcape the hands of Juftice. ‘ Never 
© was there a Man (fays-our Author) that ‘had»more:Qualifica- 
© tions in one Perfon, fit to form a-Party, than the latter. He 
© was falfe at Heart, of a turbulent Difpofition, naturally Sedi- 
* tious, of a fiery violent Tempers and, in fhort, had a fancy 
* always lively and warm. The Zeal with which he gave his 
Advices, and his continual Application to Bufinef$, made the 
other Confpirators leave the Condu& of the Matter wholly to — 
him. With a defign to increafe their Number he made a Jour- 
ney to Naples, where-he ingag’d his Companions in Debauchery. 
Such were Bartholomew Grimaldi Duke de Telefe, hisCovfin, and’ 
Accomplice in the Murder ‘formerly mentioned, Francis Spi- 
nelli, and Malitia Caraffa ; thefe two laft were afterwards the 
great Wheels of the Conjpiracy. 

Fofeph Capece made feveral Journies afterwards to Viena, to 
make Terms for the Confpirators. He entred into’a Correfpon- 
dence with Count Lamberg and Cardinal Grimazi, on this Subjegt, 
at Rome, but the Treaty was concluded at Viexma in the Empe- 
ror’s Council, where it was agreed thae the Archduke 55 : 














make Naples his place of Abode, fhould give no part of his Au- 
thority, or any publick Employs, to Strangers; and that the 
Confpirators fhould have as a Reward for their Loyalty to the 
Houfe of Auffria, viz. The Prince of Cazeffe, Fund: ; the Mar- 

vis de] Vafto, the Montferrat ; Spinelli, Larente , Capece, No- 
la; the cg ct de Rofrano, Salerne; Sangro, Cozence ; the 


Carafes, the Principality of Stigéano; the Prince of Machia, 
Gamba Corta , befides the Priacipality of Pomblin, the Office of 
Great Marfhal de Camp of the Kingdom, and Grimald; that of 
Mafter-of the Horfe. Sothat, fays our Author, thefe Generous 
Defenders of their Country, thofe I[luftrious Prote&tors of the 
Publick ‘Liberty, which they openly declar’d had been violated, 
had nothing elfe in view but their own Intereft; and after they 
had divided the Kingdom, they confented to receive a Matter, 
and to call the Archduke to beftow on him the empty Tit'e of a 
King. The Undertaking being very nice, and the Condut diffi- 
cult, twas thought convenient by the Council to imploy brancés 
Saffgnet, a Burgundian by Birth, who had upon feveral Occafions 
given Proofs ot his Ability, Experience and Courage. 

Before he went to Rome, it was particularly recommended to 
him not to truft Francés Caraffa Prince of Belveder, and the Crea- 
tures of Cardinal Cante/m: Archbifhop of i me who had given 
Proofs of their Loyalty and Affection to Philip V. 

Thofe of the Confpirators who remain’d at Naples, were of- 
ten in Spimeli’s Houfe, where they advifed upon the moft pro- 
per Means to alienate the Minds of the People, and to move 
them to Sedition. _They occafion’d every day privately Ru- 
mours to be {pread about to the difadvantage of the King of 
Spain, and puth’d on thofe Falfhoods fo far, as to fay that the 
Ceandees had abandon’d him and declared for the ror. Mat- 
ters were already come to fuch an head, that fome Fa€tious Peo- . 

le affembled in the Crofs Streets and in Taverns, and glory’d to 
be-called by the Name of Imperialifts. | 

A Party of the Clergy, both Secular and Regular, were no lefs 
inveétive againft the Government ; 1# their Spiritual Courts they 
extoll’d the Piety and Sweetne/s of the Government of the Houfe of 
Auftsia, and painted out in the moft odious Colours the Manners 
and Government of the Frezch. There were fome that denied 
the Sacrament to fuch as would not liften to their Seditious Dif- 
- courfes. In fhort, notwithftanding all the case the Magiftrates 

and the Archbifhop took to.difcover the Aétions of fufj 


Perfons, the Mifchief took deeper root every day. ing 











pean. THI BP 


PSS 


ee gts > we 


- . S.C 
ante EN AES IE A ALPE 





326 Che Tops of the Laakneo, 
Duting thefe Commotions the noife of an approaching Sedi- 
tion was fpread through Nap/es ; the fear of fome great Revolu-. 
tion was to be read, fays our Hiftorian, upon every ones face. 
The Ambaffador of Spain wrote to the Vice-Roy, that Safignet 
was gone from Rome, and acquainted him with what was pub- 
lickly faid about a Confpiracy in that City. This made Fofepb 
de Medicis, Regent of the Vicary, to fearch the Inns every ‘cht, 
and to caufe all Letters to be open’d that came-by the. ordinary: 
Poft. They arrefted the Fathers Fobn Villena and Francois Tor- 
res, upon {trong Evidence that- they had a Hand in the‘Con- 

iracy. . | 
” Saffignet, Sangro and Capece, were come to Naples, and the 
time when the Confpiracy was to break forth was fix’d on the. 
sth of Ofober, but the Confpirators agreed afterwards on the 
22th of Seprember. Being frighten’d with the precautions which >. 
the Vice-Roy took, they defign’d to ftab him, and take poffeflion 
of the new Caftle, which is a very ftrong Citadel ; and they 
flatter’d themfelves, that the City finding t ves without a 
Head os Dns would foon erg for them. Thus on the. 
22th of September,at the beginning of the Night,they came armed 

: “ begining de Gade eh 


in three Coaches near the ich joyns to 
theCitadel. The Vice-Roy was to pafs by in his Coach at Two 
aClock, without any Train or Attendance ; his Coachman, whom. 
they had corrupted, gave them notice of it. And they had a- 
greed, that whilft one Nicolas Rifpola ftopt the Coach, and took 
hold of the Horfes Reins, to fall upon the Vice-Roy. OrherCon-- 
fpirators had got by feveral pretences into the Citadel, where 
they were to Affaffinate the Governor, and make themfelves.. 
Matters of the place upon the report of the firft Piftol they heard 
go off, which was to be the Signal of the Vice Roy’s death; but 
the Confpiracy was. already difcover’d. ‘Fo/eph Mafia, Keeper 
of the Arms in the Citadel, who had agreed to furnifh the Con-- 
{pirators with them, thinking to prevent all fufpicion had taken 
them out of the Arfenal, and brought them to Ofave Nicodeme’s 
Shop, who was Armourer of the Citadel], on pretext.of ha- 
ving them cleaned: He indifcreetly told the Armourer how far 


theConfpiracy was advaned, and he difcover’d it to Do&or Ni-. 


cholas- his Brother, who acquainted the Vige-Roy. Mafja was 
Arrefted, and from him they gor the whole Account of the Plot. 


Qur Hiftorian fays, that the Nezpo/irans-had reafon to attribute 


the happy Difcovery of this Plot.to the Prote€tion which St. Fa- 
ee : nary 
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nuary honouted the City of Nap/es with, who were then celebra- 
ting the Miracle of the Melting of the Blood of that Saint. 
‘He fays that the 24th of -September following, at the very In- 
{tant when they had obtain’d a confiderable Advantage over the 
Confpirators, the Blood appear’d liquid, tho’ at the beginning of 
the fight it was congeal’d as at firft. 

The Vice-Roy was deliberating in Council upon what Meafures 
‘he was to take for defeating the Confpiracy when the Duke of 
Popoli artived. The Hiftorian fays, this Lord was accounted a 
Man of great Senfe, of Solid Judgment, and much Experience in 
Military Difcipline. He immediately advifed them to confider, 
that the hour which the Confpirators had prefix’d being at hand, © 
they might be furpriz’d if they’defetr’d any longer to put them- 
felves in a-_pofture of Defence to prevent it. He pray’d the Vice- 
Roy to confide in him in all Refpe€ts, and as he judged the Vice- 
Roy’s Life to be in no danger, his chief Care was how to defend 
and preferve the Citadel. 

The Confpirators perceiving, by the Alteration they found in 
the Order of theGuard, that the Plot was difcovered, Safignet 


told them that their only Refuge was to make their efcape, but 


Caraffe and Foeph by 22 animated them afrefh : Thofe two 
Leaders retutn’d to Saffgnet’s Houfe, from whence they 
to excite the Mob ; the other Confpirators fpread themfelves up 
and down the City, and made Acclamations in favour of the Em- 
petor. They publifh’d the taking off of Taxes and Impofts, 
here were fome, who, by the favour of the Night, made S2/- 
fignet vo pais for the Emperor in Perfon ; others faid he was the 
Archduke, and they told, with much affe@tation, the Names and 
Qualities. of the Ringleaders of the Confpiracy that follow- 
ed in Coaches. The Prince of Machie appeared on Horfeback, 


and gave Orders to all. Seer it at hy 
This Prince had the Command of an Italian Regiment of Foot 


in the iaft Wars in Catalonia : Benavides, then Vice‘Roy of Na- 
ples, confidering him at that time as a fufpicious Perfon, and as. 
the Author of the People’s Complaints and Murmurs upon alf 
Occafions, would have heen glad to have remov’d him under 
fome fpecious Title of Honour. In the courfé of that War, the 
Prince of Machia had an opportunity to enter into a particular 
Friendfhip with the Prince of Darmftadt, Vice Roy of Catalonia, 
which he cultivated from the time of the late King of Spain’s 
death. “Twasalfo faid, that that Vice-Roy had engaged to caufe 

; | “ 
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a Detachment to be fent from the Emperor’s Army,to take pof- 
feflion of Naples fecretly or by.force. Others pretend he would 
riot have come into the Con{piracy, nor been one.of their Ring- 


leaders, but by the prefling Initances of Spinelli. 


However that was, the Prince de Machia, at the Head of the 
Rebels, caus’d the Prifons to be broke open, and augmented his 
Troops by thofe he brought forth. By his Orders the Confpira- 
tors burnt the Palace of the Vicariat, and confumed all the Pub- 
lick Regilters to afhes. Whatever Orders were made againft 
Plundering, the Duke de Te/efe did:notwith{tanding abandon the 
Houfe of Philippe Vigne Plana, Fifcal.of the Vicary, to the fury. 
of the Soldiers. At the fame time Malitia, and Tibere Caraffa,. 


- feized upon the Tower of St. Clare, and the other Confpirators 


got into the Tower of St. Laurence, and intrench’d themfelves 
there. In the mean time, moft part of. the Rebels perceiving. 
that all the Efforts they made to excite the People fignify’d no- 
thing, they began to lofe their Courage, but the Prince of Ma- 
chia incouraged them, by promifing to deliver into their hands, 
within three days, all the Cafh of the Bankers ; and caufed it to. 
be publifheJ, that at the fame time. he would fet. rhe Houfes of 
thofe Lords on.fire.who had not declar’d for the Emperor, and 
that all their Effects fhould be abandon’d to Plunder. 
The Vice-Roy took fuch Meafures as he thought moft proper 
and convenient to the firuation of his Affairs : He caufed all thofe. 
. to be Arrefted in their Houfes, whom he could find. to be.-con-. 
cern’d in the Plot. He pofted two Troops of Horfe before the Pa-. 
lace, with the Spanifli Troops taken from-en Board-the Galleys 
of Sicily, He gaye a Commiflion to férome Aguaviva Duke of 
Atri, to Command in the two Provinces of: Abv«ffe, which bag- 
der on the Ecclefiaftical State, and to make oppolition to allat- 
tempts upon thefé Provinces by the Count of Lamberg, and Cat-. 
dinal Grimani, who were the Soul of the Confpiracy. 
The.nomber and ftrength of the Confpirators was much ag- 
ravated inthe prefence of the Vice Roy, and as thofe about him 
aid ‘they were jult going tamake an irruption into the Palace ; 
at that very Inftant a great noife. was heard, which made them. 
believe thar the Rebels were ads ancing. ~ | 
The People, to faye themfelves, crouded into the Gates of the 
Palace that were half open, and broke off the Hinges; the Vice- 
Ghoie bein. likewifé frighten’d, removed the Council into the 


But. 
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But: the only caufe of this Tumult was, ‘that a Cow, who 
had got away from a Butcher, finding her felf wounded, run as 
if fhe had been Mad through the Street of Toledo, chas‘d by 


D 


$. 
y 2 laft, when the fright was over, they confider’d of Means 
to allay the Sedition. . The Lords pray’d the Vice-Roy to fuf- 
fer them to fall upon thofe Seditious Perfons that infulted them, 
but after a long Deliberation they followed the Duke of Popoii’s 
Council ; which was, That in the firft place they fhould make a 

articular Inquiry into the Condition of the City, and how the 

cople ftood affeéted. The Prince of Montefarchio was order’d 
.to do this ; who, becaufe of his Civil and Generous Temper 
was loved by every body. He put himfelf at the head of two 
Troops of Horfe, to whom he joined the Officers of the Quarter, 
and chief Citizens, together with the Gentry that were then on 
Horfeback. Our Hiltorian thought juftly, that the Coua- 
tage and Loyalty of thefe Gentlemen deférv’d that their Names 
fhould. be tranfmitted to Pofteriry, He gives a Lift of them at 
the end of his Book, and adds another of thofe who accompa- 
nied the Duke of Popo/i the next day. 

The Duke of Montefarchio having gone through the City, 
brought Word to the Vice-Roy that there was nothing to be 
feared from the Citizens, or other Inhabitants: That the num- 
ber of the Confpirators was reduced to a few, who thought of 
nothing but how to preferve their own Lives by Intrenchments 
and Batricadoes; and had it not been for hopes of Succours 
which they expetted the Night following,they would have retired 
before now, however they received that Night a Reinforcement 
of 50 Men in Arms. | 

Mean while, a noife was f{pread about that the Printe de /a 
Cazerte, the Marquis de/ Vafto, and the Prince de /a Riccia, were 
each to arrive in a little time with fmall Bodies of Men which 
they had gathered ; but none of thofe Perfons appear’d in Na- 

les, and the Prince de /a Riccia, who was advanc’d half way, 
hearing the Confpiracy had mifcarried, and fearing that fome 
Tragical Event might attend himfelf, hedid not think fit to pro- 
ceed any further, but wrote immediately to the Prefident de Moz- 
tefoufco, offering him hisTroops. This ftep fruftrated the hopes 
ot the Confpirators, but did not juftify the A&tions of this Prince, 
nor prevent his being afterwards Arrefted upon the Frontiers of the 

Kingdom of Nap/es.. He had engaged himfelf in the Confpiracy 
c to , 
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to efcape the refentments of the Vice-Roy, whom he had highly 


offended by Affafhnating a Man to whom the Vice-Roy had grant- 
ed his Proteétion. | : 
The 23d and 24th pafsd over with a great deal of quiet and 
a profound ficurty, io that many believed the Conipiracors were 
fied. At beak of Day, the Vice-Roy gave an abfolute Power to 
the Duke of Popoli to Command the Troops, being well affured. 
of the Loyalty of that Lord, and of his Experience in Matters- 
relating to War. The Vice-Roy was not deceived in this Choice, 
for ere Night came,on, all the Places where the Rebels had for- 
tify’d themfelves were taken by force, and Naples was again re- 
ftor’d to a perfe&t Tranquility. They f{eized upon feveral of the. 
Plotters, and among them Charles Sangro one of the principal 
Ringleaders, who fome days after had his Head cut off before 
the Caftle. They expos’d upon the Walls ofthe Citadel the 
Body of fe/ep Capece, which they found’ dead, he having, as- 
it was believed, murdered himfelf. Thus  (fays our Hiftorian) 
the Confpiracy ended, and the treachery of fome Citizens fer- 
ved only as a Foyl to fet off the Loyalty of the reft: 

This is only a Tranflation ¢ and the Author tells us in his Pre- 
face, that this Relation would not be inferiour to the beft of the. 
kind that has hitherto appeared, . #f he had been able enough to 
keep pace with the Latin of the ILluftrious Author, iasik Paes 
he is obliged to conceal. He only tells us that he is a Gentle- 
man, who to his high Birth and Employments in the Court of. 
Spzin, has a Genius adapted to Arts and Sciences. 

He adds, that the Name of the Author wonld add a great 
luftre to his Tranflation, and that whatever difproportion there. 
may be between the Latin Text and the French Tranflation, 
*rwou'd however be very much efteemed when it were. known. 
that he was chofen to put into the. French Language a piece of a: 
Hiftory fo finely written. : 
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Le Droit de La Nature & des Gens, ou Syfteme General des prin- 
cipes, &c. 1.¢. The Law of Nature and Nations, or a Genetal 
Syftem of the moft important Points of Morality, Law and 
Policy. Tranflated into French from the Latin of the late Ba- 
ron de Puffendorf. By Sohn Barbeyrac. With Notes, fup- 
plying the defetts, explaining, defending, and criticizing up- 
on the Author, with a Preface by way of Introduétion to the 
whole Work, Amfterdam, 1706. 4°. Tome 1, Containing 
550 Pages. Tome 2. 472. Befides the Preface and Tables. 


His Book being very well known to the Learned World, 

we fhall principally infift on the Part of Mr. Barbeyrac the 

Tranflator and Commentator, which is altogether new, and wor- 
thy to be communicated to the Publick. » : 

In the firft place, there’s a long and curious Preface; where 
our Author fhews us at firft, that Morality, or the Science of 
Morals, is within the reach of the meaneft Capacity, and capable 
ef Demonftration. it is perhaps the firft of thofe Truths (fays 
M. Bernard) which otcafions many People to call thofe ignorant 
Preachers, who apply themfelves chiefly to treat of Morality in 
their Sermons, but very unjuftly ; “for tho” Moral Truths. are 
eafie to be comprehended, they are not always eafié to be found ; 
whereas the Truths that are properly called Theological, tho’ 
they be ufually hard enough to be comprehended, are to be found 
every where, are continually repeated by all Divines, and got 
unknown to the meaneft Country Parfon. ~ But however that is, 
M. Barbeyrac, to prove his firft Propofition, obferves, that in or- 
der to our being happy, we are to regulate our Condu& af- 
ter. a certain manner, and that God, who is the Author and Father 
of Mankind,has prefcrib’d to‘all Men without exception, fuch Du- 
ties as tend to procure them the felicity which they long for. 
It follows from thence neceffarily, that the Science which ex- 
plains thofe Duties ought to be eafie to find, and proportion’d to 
all Capacities. There’s not a Man, fays our Author, who can 
juftly complain, that God has given him Laws either impraéti- 
cable, or involv'd in fuch obfcurity as cannot be penetrated, not- 
with{tanding all the Care and ee YE of a Perfon who ais 
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his Dity to Heart: This is own’d even by Pagans, as is to be 
feen from feveral of their Teftimonies. 

To prove that Maxims of Morality may be demonftrated, he 
fhews,. 1{t. That it is not likely that God, who his given us fut 
ficient Faculties to difcover and demonftrate with an intire cer- 
tainty abundance of Speculative things that we may be ignorant 
of without a Crime, fuch as.are all Mathematical Truths, hath 
not made us capable to know and lay down with the fame Evi- 
vidence the Maxims of Morality, which contain the Duties he in- 
difpenfibly requires of. us, and on the Pra€tice of which depends 
all our Happinefs. 

Inthe 2d place, Morality has nothing to do with enquiring in- 
to the real Effence of Subftances ; it has hitherto, according to 
our Author, been attempted in vain, we are only carefully to 
compare and examine fome Relations which we conceive betwixt 
Humane A€tions and a certain Rule, which ought not, as one 
would think, to be-very difficult. Upon this he quotes a long. 
paffage of Mt. Lock. | 

3, He + to Experience. It is certain, that the Demon- 
{trations of Speculative Truths depend upona much greater num-. 
ber of Principles than the Demonftrations of the Rules of Mora- 
lity: Let us, for Inffance, compare any Elements of Geometry, 
with a little Syftem of the Duties which the Law of Nature pre- 
{tribes to Men, fuich as that which M. Puffendorf has publifh’d *, 
and it will be found incomparably more eafie. to comprehend the | 
Principles and Reafonings of the latrer, than the Theorems, Pro- 
blems, and Demonftiations of the former. 

After having proved his Principles, our Author anfwers two 
Objections, one taken from the Difficulties we meet with in de- 
ciding certain Queftions of Morality, and reconciling fome of its 
Maxims ; and the other taken from the great diverfity of Senti- 
ments among Men in Matters of Vertue and Vice.. M. Barbeyrac 
an{wers thofe Obje€tions very folidly, but we cangot infift upon 
it.. What he fays in particular againft thofe who would intro- 
duce: an univerfal.and ridiculous Pyrhonifm into the World de- 
fervesto be read. He fhews that all their fine Arguments are 
founded upon this Maxim, Tort if there be any certain Truth, 
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we ought to bave a perfeld knowledge of it, free from all difficulty. 
This is a very confiderable decifion, which would require to be 
fupported by unanfwerable Proofs, and does not very well be- 
come thofe People, who feem‘refolv’d to receive nothing which 
they don’t conceive as fully and evidently as this Propofition, 
Two and Two make Four. 

M. Barbeyrac gives us his Reafons afterward why Morality is 
fo little known and cultivated by moft People, The feveral Ne- 
ceffities of Life, seal or imaginary, falfe Interefts, the im- 
te age of Example and receiv’d Cuftoms, the torrent of the 

ode, and of Opinions in vogue, the Peepdicss of Infancy, and 
above all, Paffions and predominant. Vices, ordinarily divert 
Mens Minds from a ferious ftudy of Morality, and hinder them: 
from applying their Faculties to things which are more proper, . 
and upon which their true felicity depends. ; 

From thence our. Author goes to the Hiftory of the progrefs of 
Morality, and how that Science has been cultivated in all Times 
paft. Two. fort of People ought to apply themfelves -to this :. 
The Publick Minifters of Religion, and. thofe. who profef§ to 
cultivate their Minds by the ftudy of Sciences. The former have 
not done'what they ought, nay, might have done upon this. 
SubjeGt. In Paganifm, their Divines, Soothfayers and Priefts,. 
who publifh’'d what they call’d the Heavenly Oracles, and gave 
themiclves out to be the Interpreters of the Will of. the Gods, 
did not trouble themfélves much.to teach Men the Rules of Ver- 
tue. Among the Jews, when their Prophets ceas’d, that is to 
fay after the Captivity of Babylon, the Do€tors and publick Ia- 

terpreters of the Law came infenfibly to corrupt Morality, 10 far 
were they from difcovering the true Principles of it, and to puth 
them forward in all their Confequences, as they might eafily 
have done with the affiftance of Revelation, of which they were 
the Dépofitaries. We find in the Gofpel, that they are juftly re- 
roach’d by our Saviour, who gives us feveral of their Moral 
axims that were altogether corrupt and pernicious. 

Jefus Chrift reftor’d;Morality in all its purity : He fully. dif- 
cover’d the true Sources. of it, and upon all the Duties of Men in. 
general, and of each in particular, he gave general but perfect: 
Rules, entirely.conformable to Reafon, and to the true Intereft. 
of Mankind. His Difciples preach’d this. Do€trine every where, 
by which we may conduct our felves furely in the Decifion of all. 


imaginable Cafes; but eyen in the time of the Apoffles there 
were . 
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were abundance of falfe Doftors, who began to corrupt the 
Chriftian Morals. The Mifchief increas’d more and more after 
their Death, and that of their firft Difciples : The extfeam fond- 
nefs which People had in the following Ages for Fables and Al- 
legories, for falfe Eloquence, and the Dreams of the Pagan Phi- 
lofophers, their profound Ignorance of the Art of Reafoning 
juftly, and of a good Method of explaining the Holy Scripture : 
The impetuofity with which they abandon’d themfelves to the 
irregular Motions of a heated Imagination,the Ambition and bad 
Morals of moft of the Ecclefiafticks, more jealous of their Rights, 
and more addicted to difcufs fome point of Difcipline, or fome 
abftraéted Queftions, than careful to ftudy Morals: The Difor- 
ders and Divifions which fo often rent the Church, the grofs 
Abufes which from time to time flipr into Praftife, and oblip’d 
them at laft to a Reformation: The little Solidity we find in 
moft of the Works of Ecclefiaftical Antiquity that are left us, 
proves fufficiently thar the Do&rine of Morality made no great 
progrefs in the World during all that time, and the better to 
prove ir, our Author enters into a detail which is not very ho- 
nourable for the Divines of all Ages. 

What's remarkable (fays M. Bermcv?) is, that there be certain 
places in the World, where thofe who apply themfelves to preach 
Morality are treated asIgnorants; or if they have otherwife gi- 
ven good enough Proofs of their Learning, they are accus’d of 
Herefie. We mult not be firpriz’d then, that in thofe places 
Divines negie&t Morality, and apply themfelves to Dogmatical 
Doctrine. No body loves to pafS for an ignorant Perfon or a He- 
retick, but it is good, once for all, to diffipate all thofe falfe 
prejudices: by which Pesfons of weak Judgment are impos’d 
upon. 1. There’s no Divine in any Chriftizn Communion, who 
does not believe the Dogzmatical part of Theology to be indifpen- 
fibly neceffzry, tho” thofe Communions don’t agree either in the 
Number or Nature of thofe Effential Opinions. 2. We would 
very tain know, whether People commit more faults with rela- 
tion to the Dogmatical part, orin relation to Morals ; It it 
be not true, that as to the Dogmatica!' part) generally fpeaking, 
Men be not fufficiently inftru€ted, it we except the more ignorant 
fort,who hearfew Sermons upon that Subje€t; andf it be not true, 
on the contrary, that there’s no Chriftian who does fiot every day 
commit feveral faults againft the Duties of Morality, and who by 
confequence ftand in need of Inftru&tiens and Advice as to 
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their Conduct, _My third Keflection may ferve to anfwer an Ob- 
je€tion ordinarily made om that Subjeét, and at the fame time to 
remove the prejudice juft now mention’d. It’s faid that every 
one naturally knows their Duty, that the People have no need to 
be inform’d on that head, fo that it is time loft to teach them. 

I can pofitively affert the contrary, and with fo much the 
more Reafon, that it is evident there are many People very well 
inftructed in the Dogmatical part, who are very ignorant in the 
Moral part. A Divine who has any tolerable Command of Lan- 
guage, may, without much trouble, make a reafonable Difcourf2 
upon a point of Divinity after half an hours Meditation, who 
cannot make a tolerable Difcourfe upon Morality after féven or 
eight days {tudy: 7 

I confefs that one may foar out of .fight in difcourfing upon a: 
Vertue or a Vice; forIn{tance upon Avarice, without much Pre- 
paration. One may fay in 1000 different Ways, That we muft 
not be covetous, and covetous we muft not be. One may make 
Pathetick Declamations again{t this Vice, and fay the- Gold, 
which a covetous Man loves, is nothing in it felf but a little. 
yellow Duft. One may quote A/:xander the Great, who referv'd. 
nothing to himfelf but Hope, and tell 1000 other fuch Trifles; 
but when we come to give a judt Definition of Avarice, to fix the 
Bounds we are to fet to the Love of Riches, to penetrate into 
the Heart of a covetous Perfon,to labour effe€tually to make h m 
know his Crime, and to convince him of it, to difcover the talfe 
Prejudices which throw him into that Fault, to furnifh him with 
means tord himfelf of it, and to apply fpecifical Remedies to 
this particular Difeafe of the Soul, perhaps we fhail aad ir noe: 
fo eafic as we thought, to reafon, and fpeak pertinently upon 
Avarice. Perhaps it will be a very difficule Problem for tome. 
of thofe proud Divines to anfwer, who defpife Preachers of 
Morality, if we fhould defire them-to give us a ju‘t and exatt. 
Definition of Avarice, They muft know, that in omer to give 
a Solution of this Problem, it is not a Definition of the Nime,_ 
but a Definition of the thing which is demanded. [| have been 
fometh ng long upon this — becaufe I would once for alt 
convince thofe Perfons of their Miftakes who think it much eafier 


to preach upon the. Moral, than upon the Dogmatical part of. 
Theology. So far M, Bernard’s Refle€tions... 
To return to M: Barbeyrac, he fhews, that thofe who are 
called. the Fathers of the. Church, were for the moft. part {0 
ignotant 
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ignorant of Moral Divinity, that they taught very great errors. 
I fhall only, fays he, give one inftance;. St. Axgu/tin, who 
was a Man of Wit,-and had meditated much, would, one 
fhou’d think, have-reafon’d juftly upon a point of Morality , 
yet when he would make an Apology for Abrebam’s Complai- 


 fance to his Wife upos the Account of Agar, * healledges, that . 


one Woman may yield to-another the Right which fhe has to her 
Husband’s Body, and that the’ Husband may likewife transfer his. 
Right to the Body of his Wife to another ; and which is more 
{trange, he founds this Paradox upon a Paflage of Sr. Paul 
+ which he quite miftakes. That fame Father is-the Great Pa- 
triarch of perfecuting Chriftians, according to'M. Barbeyrac. He 
concludes, that the Doftors of the Church of the fix firft Cen- 
turies are bad Matters, and forry Guides in Matters of Morality. 
The following Centuries, which< were Ages of Ignorance, ferv’d 
only to Augment the DarknefS; fo that there wasfcarce any Spark 
of good fenfé or Vertue Left, efpecially =P, Ecclefiafticks, 

The Light of the Reformation reftor’d Confiderably among 
Protéeftants the purity of Do€trine and-Pra€tife, but our Author 
doubts whether ev’n the Reformers themfelves or their fucceffors, 
have always exattly follow’d the Spirit of Chriftianity and of 
the ‘Reformation. He combats ftrongly the Opinion of thofe 
who are againft Toleration, and that of St. As/fin, that thofe 
who have not faith in Jefus Chrift cannot be Look’d upon as juft 
Poffeffors of the things of the Earth. 

’ The other fort of people who ought to apply themfelves to 
the Study of Moral Do€trine, are, as has been faid already, 
thofe who make profeflion to Cultivate their Mind, by the 
Study of Sciences. Oar Author fays upon this Subje€&, that 
Moral Do&trine being negle&ted and almoft banifh’d from among 
Minifters, had recourfe to the Laicks, who have given it a much 
better reception.. He defcribes here at large the progrefs it has 
made among them: We know very little of the Moral 
Doéttine of the Chaldeans and Egyptians. ‘The Do€trine of the 
Perfians agreed in many things with that of the Chaldeans, 
the precepts which Confucius gave to the Chinefe are admirable, 
were we fure that the Chriftians who publifh’d them have ad- 
ded nothing to them. : 





- 2 De Gvitate Dei Lib, 16. Cap.25. + 1: Cor. 704 ge 
aan We 





_ 








tat for Futte, 1706, 337 


We know ,abundantly better the Opinions of the Greeks than 
thofe of all the other ‘people: of. the Ealts, and here we have 
an abridgment of ARC rdtrine upon the Science. of) Morality, 
and of the chief, Se&tsof their Philofophers’ upon that bead: 
Our Author commends and blames.’em according as he finds’em 
worthy of Praife or Blame. He has no great Opinion of tie 
Moral Precepts of the ancient Poets, he coademns very much 
the Opinion of the Gyaicks, who wou'd have certaia Actions 
~ allow’d to be done in Publick, that cannor be {pokea of with 
modefty .in Private. He feemsto be Surpriz’d) thac Me. Bayle 
fhould efpoufe the caufe of thofe Philofophers, and pretend to 
make them triumph on this occafion; but he folidly refutes all 
the Reafons which that Gentleman puts in their - Mouth. 
_ Ariftorle's Morals and Politicks have always been much efteem’d, 
but our Author fhews that; they are not tree ftom Faults, - 

Speaking of Scepticks, he maintains with reafon, that 
univerfal Scepticifm overturns all the Foundations of Religion 
and Morals. There are no Books, fays our Author, more dan- 

erous to be read by People who are not accuftom’d, to a profound 
Wa of thinking, and to diftinguifh Truths from Falfhood, than 
thofe which multer Objections againft the. moft evident truths, 
without ever refolving them, of ¢adeavouring to prevent their 
pernicious Impreffions. by a neg | ands judicious fition 
what we are to believe as certain, and offering fuch fffeng and 
dire& Proofs tor the fame, ‘as cannor be tefifted.. After a 
have reafon to. doubt, whether the Scepticks*he f@ Much,con- 
firm’d in their Doubts, as they pretend “to, be, and whether they 
be not a Se€t of Liars, as the Author. of the Art. of Thinking 
calls them in his firft Difcourf. - There needs néthing more to 
difcover the Poyfon of this Se€t,, but to remember that Pyrrbe 
taught, that the Honour and ,Infamy,  Jultice or Injuftice of 
A€tions, depended only on Humane Law and Cuftom. Carneades, 
after having made an admirable Harangueone Day in Defence 
of Juftice,; next Day he made another, to. fhew that it was 
only an empty Name, and impugn’d it with more Strengta 
then he had formerly defended it. Irs to no: purpofe then fat 
the Accademicks and the Pyrrbenifts to publifh Maxims of 
Moralicy that are excellent.in themfelves, . fince, according to 
them, they are nothing but Empty Sounds, barren Rules, Pro- 
pofitions which have no ges and which arecontradié- 
u wtf ed 







































338 Che Works of the Learnep, 
ed by their own Principles, even- tho” the condu€t of thofe 
Philofophers were otherwife regular and blamelefs:’ - 

Of ail the ancient Philofophers, the Stoicks were thofe who 
were moit particular in treating upon Morality. But however 
Magn ficent the Idea which they give of Virtue may feem' to 
be in it felt, it is neither juft, full, nor founded intirely upon its 
true Principles, nor free trom Error. Their fevere-and extrava- 
gant Maxims are no wayes proper to infpire People with Vertue. 
for fo far ought we to be fiom demanding what “is beyond the 
juft bounds of Duty, in order to bring Men to do what they 
thould, that Experience {hews us when we demand too much 
we obtain nothing at all. The Szoicks doe likewife affe€t am- 
biguous Terms, which a true Philofopher ought always ta avoid, 
efpecially when he treats of Morality, where every ambiguous - 
Maxim is Subje€t to be mifinterpreted.' 5 

Tullies Biok of Offices'is the beft Treatife of Morality, 
handed down to us by Antiquity. It is alfo the moft Methodi- 
cal; and comes neareft a full and exa€& Syftem; but it’s far from 
containing a compleat Rule for Morals, or defcending to the 
mott Particular, as a late Tranflator of him pretends. Befides 
the order is not very-good., ‘abundance of things are wanting that 
ought to he put into the Plan of that Science, mioft part of the 
matters are handled, but very Superficially, and fome of the- 
Decifions are toorigid. | 

The Morals of the Schooltnen isa Piece of Patch.work, 4 
contus’d Body withott order or fix’d Principles, a Medley of 

Arifforle’s: thoughts of the Civil and Cannon Law, and of the - 

Maxims of the Holy Scripture and Fathers; its a hotch-potch: 

of good and bad, but foas the latter has the afcendent. The 

Cafui{ts of the latter ages have improv’d their vain Subtilties; 
and what is worfe, have added monftrous. and abominable- 
errors. EP ARS Sie AO ‘| 

The famous Chancellor Bacon was one of thofe, that toward: 

the end of the 16th Century, and the oe of the 17th, 

made the beft Diftoveries of the Imperfettion of Philofophy: 
He labour’d hard to find out Means of redreffing it, and laid 
down very fine Plans of a Reformation. There is reafon to'think, 
that from the reading of this great Man’s Works, Grotius took. 
the firft thooght of writing his Syftem of the Law of Nature: 

Tho’ fome--orhers attempted it, we muft look upon this great 
Man as the Perfon who broke the Ice, and certainly, fays Boonie 
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Author, No Man was fitter than bimfelf for fuck an Enterprife , 
for.anextraordinary neatnefs of -Thought,-a difcerning Fudgment, 
deep Meditation, uniwverfal Learning, prodigious Reading, conti: 
nual Application to ftudy in the midft ra a great number of Croffes 
and confiderable Employments, and a fincere Love for the Truth, 
are Qualities that cannot be denied that great Man, withoutrwrong- 
ing our own Fudgment, or giving Caufe to fufpet. black Envy or 
great Ignorance. ‘His Work was publifh’d ac Paris the firft ticne 
in 1625, and dedicated to Lewis XIII. It’s faid, that at firlt he 
defign’d to have call’d it the Law of Nature and Nations, but 
thought fit afterwards.to give it the prefent Title, De jure Beli: 
€¥ Pacis. Never was,there a Book more univerfally approv’d ; 
abundance of Learned Men have commented upon it, and it has 
been publickly explain’d in Academies. | 
The number of Commentators upon Grotius multiplying eve- 
ry day, they a se moft of their time in Difputes about. the 
Senfe of his Words, and reftor’d the ufe of barbarous Language, 
and theridiculous Subtilties of the School-men,from which Grori- 
us had purg’d his Work. M. Puffendorf was the firft who op- 
pos'd that pernicious Cuftom, and march’d boldly in the Steps 
. of that great Man: He follow’d his Senfe and Method, he ex- 
amin’d the Matters to the bottom; and making ufe of the La- 
bours of all thofe who had preceded him, he added new Difco- 
veries, The Principles of the new Philofophy which he fancied 
very much (but like a Man of free thought), and his Knowledge 
of the Nathematicks, contributed much to improve his natural 
Endowments, and to make him capable: of ip tpreat a Work: 
Here we have a brief Hiftory of that Learned Man, and his 
Book, which was generally approv’d,as appears by the great num- 
ber of Editions that has. been of it fince it was firft publifh’d, 
‘which was about 34 Years ago. M. Barbeyrac makes a Parallel 
betwixt him ard Grorius, like a Man wholly.difinterefted..- He 
thinks, that to take all together, M. Puffendorf’s Work is abun- 
dantly more ufeful than that of Grotizs; but except the latter 
had broken the way, we fhould not perhaps as yet have had any 
tollerable Syftem-of that Science. Had M. Pajfendorf liv’d- in 
the time of Grotiws, and Grotius in the time ot M. Puffendorf, 
the Book de jure Belli & Pacis had been much more imperfect 
than it is; and that of the Law of Nature and Nations much 
more perfect, according to M. Barbeyrac, | 
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La Vie de Pythagore, &c. i.e. The Life of Pythagoras, with his 


Symbols and Golden Verfes. ~ The Life ot Hrerocles, and his 
Commeataries upon the Verfes of Pyrhagoras, reftor’d by Ma- 
nufcripts, and tranflited into French, with Remarks. By 
M. Dacier, Keeper of the King’s Clofer Library. At Paris, 
1706. in12°. 2 Vol. sft containing 383 pages, and the 
‘2d 431. 


HE 1ft Tome of this Work contains the Life of Pythagoras, 

iu hisSymbols, The Life of #reroc/es, and the Verfes call’d 
for their Excellence rhe Golden Verfes. The 2d contains the 
Commentary of Hieroc/es upon thote Verfes, with M. Daeier’s 


Remarks upon thofe Commentaries, it being but juft -that that 


Learned Man fhould, after his Labours on Plato, explain to us 
the fource that Plaro himfelf- made ufe of. 

Pythagoras was originally from Samos, yet he was born at 
Sidon in Syria, his Father having taken that Journey in Obedience 
to the Oracle of De/phi, about the 47 Olympiad, He was of an . 
Illuftrious Family, and according to feveral Writers deriv‘d his 
Origine from the Ancient Kings of Samos,tho’ his Farker’s Eftate 
bore no proportion to the quality of his Family. He was di- 
reCted in his firft Studies by one Hermodamas, oné of the Pofte- 
rity of Creopbilus, whofe Name we find mention’d with that of 
Homer by Plato, in the 10th Book of his Republick. Pythagoras 
had fcarce attain’d the Age of Eighteen, when a defire to travel 
made him quit hisCountry. He began his Travels to the Ifle of 
Syros, to fee Pherecydes that famous Philofopher, the firft ofthe . 
Pagans who {poke d:ftin€&tly of the Immortality of the Soul. 
He went afterwards to Miletum, where he faw Thales and Anaxi- 
mander. From Miletum he went to Sidon, and from thence to 
Egypt, where his Curiofity, which brought him thither, made. 
him ftay 25 Years. There he was initiated in all the Myfteries- 
of the Egyptians, and laid the foundation of that Knowledge 
which he afterwards made ufe of to eftablifh his Se&t. When. 
he had done with his Enquiries in Egypt, he went to Che/dee to 
make new ones. He faw alfo thelfland of Crete,and Latedemon, 
two famous Places, one for the Laws of Miaos, aud the other 
for thofe of Lycurgus. Pelycrates made himfelf Mafter of Sa-- 
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mos, of which he fubverted the Liberty ; fo that Pyzhagoras, 
when he return’d from his Travels; found his Country opprefs‘d 
by a Tyrant. Wifdom and Tyranny feldom agree well together. 
Pythagoras went to live in Gotona, a City of that part ot Ita/y. 
formerly call’d Gracia Magaa, which he preterr’d to all the other 
Cities for the Goodnefs of its Climate, and becaufe he confidei'd 
it as a thing worthy of his Care to reform the [nhabitants, who. 
feem’d to have forgot their ancient Vertue, and to have aban. 
don’d themfelves to all furts of Diforders. M. Duacier gives 
us here a large and particular Account of the Wife Coun- 
fels given them by Pythagoras, and of all that he did to prepare 
that Field, which was to produce a Crop of Vertues of all. forts.. 
We mutt refer the Reader to the Book it felf for thofé Preceprs. 

The Number 4 is famous amongit the Pythagoreans : They 
{wore by him that frft taught the Pyrbagoreans that Mytterious - 
Number, and there is nothing of which they have fpoke with 
more Veneration. This Number, according to M. Dacier, is:no-. 
thing elfé but the Name of the Sovereign Being, which is writ- 
ten in Hebrew with four Letters, Nomen Tetragrammaion, Fe- 
bovab. Now this Name fignifying properly the Fountain of all’ 
that bas received a Being, gave occafion to all that the Pyzha- 
goreans have fince publifh’d concerning, its. Properties and. Ver- 
tues. Their. Maftes had-learn’d-it.cither in the Books of Mo/es, 
or in his Converfé with the ews ; for M. Dacier, with the Fa- 
thers of the Church, derives from thence, as from a Divine 
Fountain, all thofe.lively and fhining Lights, thofe great Prin- 
ciples of Religion and Morality, which we read with fo much ; 
admiration in the Writings of the Ancient Philofophers;.and.cer- 
tain it is, if their Number of 4 be the Name of Febovab, the Py. . 
thagoreans could have it no where.elfe but from the Jews. 

When Pythagoras {poke of the Metempfychofis, he did not de- 
fign it fhould be literally underftood , and thisPropofition, Ibas. 
the Souls of Men pafs into the. Bodies of Beafls; was according to- 
Hierocles, and .M. Dacier only an Enigmatical way of expreffing . 
himfelf, to fhew thar Pafhons. degrade Men,.. and transform. 
them into. Beafts; but.what was. originally only a figurative - 
Way of Expreffion, became-at laft to be taken litterally, andin 
thar Senfe was one of the principal Opinions of the Pysbagoreans, - 
our Author, to Support this Explanation, quotesa place of 
Timews the Locrian, who, at the end of his Treatifg, De anima 


Mundi, exprefles himfelf as a,Man, who believed the Tranf. 
: migration 
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migration of humane Souls into the Bodies of Beafts to be alto- 
gether Fabulous. Mr. Dacier is alfo very apt to beleve, that 


that Confequence of Pyrhegoras’s Principles led_ him to be of 


the Opinion of the new Philofophers, Ibat Beafts are meer 
Machines. He does not think that that Philofopher abftain’d 
from eating any thing that had life, according to the inftitution 
of Orpheus, mention’d in the Hipolytus of Euripides, from 
whence it follows, that if Pythagoras offered in Sacrifice to 
the Gods the Figures of Animals in ftead of Animals themfelves, 
it did not proceed fo much from his Averfion to take their lives 
as to fave Expences, and to fet Men an example of a Simpli- 


‘city, which was precious in the eyes. of the Gods. Hence it 


comes alfo, that Mr. Dacier underftands this Symbol, Adb/tain 
from living Creatures, not of an Abftinence from feeding upon 
them, but that reafonable Men ought to abftain from frequent 
Commerce with fuch Men as their Paflions have transform’d in- 
to Beatts. : ae 

The Pythagoreans were famous for the Silence which they were 
enjoin’d to keep for fome years at firft,; but fometimes this Or- 


der was difpens’d with in‘favour of thofe who they thought 


would not abufé that Liberty. Porphyrie was of Opinion, that 
Silence was not fo much a Proof among ’*em as_a fix’d Strate ; 
fo that there were fome Difciples who were never allow’d to 
creat of Philofophy. If any one by a Spiric of Libertinifm 
abandon’d the Se€t, and gave themfelves up to thofe Pleafures 
which it condemn’d, they obferv’d Funeral Rices for him as for 
a dead Perfon, and very ferioufly ere€ted a Tomb for him. 
Pyzbagoras underftood this great Principle of Natural Philo- - 
fophy, upon which fome-People have valued themfelves fo 
much in thefe latter Times, v73.:That Matter is one in it felf, 
and that ‘the different Configurations of its Parts form what we 
call the Elements, He was the firlt that took notice of the Obli- 
quity of the Zodiack , and that‘the Evening Star, call’d Venus, 
is the fame with the Morning Star, call’d Lucifer, which ferves 


to explain the Reverfe of a fine Medal ftruck by thofe of Samos, 


in Honour of the Emperor Commodus, which M. Dacier has put 
in the Frontifpiece of his Work. There Pythagoras is reprefent- 
ed with a Rodin his Hand, fitting before a Celeftial Globe; up- 
on which he feems to be making Obfervations. He holds in his~ 
left Hand the Ha/ta pura, a Symbol of Divinity ; round it are 
thefé Words, MT@AOPHCCAMION, Jt is to Pyrhbagoras we owe - 


the 











the Wotd Kixu@-, to fignifie the World or Univer. We owe 
likewife the Word Philofopber to him, he having been the firft 
who ufed it. The firft Word defines the World by the Beauty, 
Order and Regularity, which are evident in all the Parts that 
compofe it. And by the fecond, which fignifies Lovers of Wif 
dom, he foftens the name of Sage, which was'in uf before his 
time, and look’d fomewhat too arrogant. Pyrbagoras- did alfo 
ftudy Medicine, and we know how much he applied ‘hitfelf to - 
Geométry; and that he has the Honour of being the frft who 
found out the Harmonious Proportions, We are not certainthat 
ever he wrote any thing; bur his Difciples, who entertaind a 
Religious Veneration for his Dottrine, took care to tranfmit it to 
Pofterity, as P/ato and Xenophon have preferv’d to ustheDo- ~~ 
Gtrine of Socrates, who left nothing behind him but the Rememe 
brance of his Vertue. But perhaps the Pyrhagorcans have not . 
convey’d to us the Opinions of their Mafter as and fimple 
as they receiv’d them from him, if we may believe M. Dacter’ 
upon the Metempfychofis, and the Quarternary or number 4. Py-- > 
thagoras died at Metapontis, whither he retired from the Fary 3 
of fome of the Crotoneats. He might then be about 86 or 90° 
Years of Age: We know not whether he was kill’d in the heat 

of a Tumult, or whether he died of hunger when befieged in the 
Temple of the Mufes, to which he fled for Sanétuary. 

His Se€t fpread very.far, fo that there were Pyshgoreans every. 
where, but his School continued no longer than to the Death of 
Alexander the Great, for then. the luftre of the Academy, and. 
Ariftotle’s Lyceum, . quite eclipfed the Italian Se&t, of which Py- 
thagoras was the Founder. | 

His Symbols are fhort Sent or a fort of Enigma’s, which . 
under the Cover of Simple and. Natural Words, prefent to the. 
Mind thofe Analogical Truths they are defign’d to teach People. 

We {hall inftance in fome of them. with M. Dacier’s Explanation. 
Worfhip fitting, t.¢. ° Worthip quietly without impatience,. and : 
© with all the leifure which fo holy an A€tion requires. In the 
© time of Homer and Pythagoras, they did not Worfhip on their 
© knees, but either fitting or ftanding. Quit not your Poft with- 
‘ out the Order of your General, i.e. Don’t lay down your Life 
‘ but by the Order of God who gave it you’; ftay till he call you 
* himfelf. Don’t break Bread, i. e. Give liberally and without 
© referve. Don't carry the Image of God upon your Ring. As if- 
he would fay, you muft not prophane the Name of God ~ ta- - 
. Ing : 
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king it in your Mouth on all Occafions, and in all CompanicS. 
M. is \aczer adds, that this | ponte may relate to the Refpea 
we owe to God, whofe Name we muft not intermix with the 
prophane A€tions of Life. Much the fame as under one of the 
Roman Emperors, who made it a Capital Crime to chry into a 
dithonourable Place the Image of the Prince engrayen upen a 
Ritig or a piece of Money. By this, you may judge of the Turn 









" which M. Dacier has given.to the other Symbols, fomeof which 


¥ 
, pias 


‘ate.more Myfterious, and gave occafion to .M. Dacier to fhew 


his Penetration, and to difcover that he is as well vers’d iathe 


sts of the ancient Philofophy as in Criticks. The Colle€tion 
1¢ Symbols confifts of 7 5. 1n all. 

st¢scome to Hierocles ; according to M. Dacier, the Pythago. 
has hitherto been confounded with another Hieroc/es, who 
the Empire of Dioclefian was a Judge of Nicomedia, and for 


ee 


yernorof Alexandria. In all appearance, he who commented 
upon the Golgen Verfes was born at H//arima in Caria, and lived 
a little while after the Governor of A/exandria. For fome time 
he was a Wreftler, after which he forfook -the Exercifes of the. 
Body, and gave himfelf up intirely to the ftudy of Philofophy. 
M. Dacier maintains this Difcovery by a comparifon betwixt the 
two Hierec/es’s, and by the difference he obferves betwixt their 
‘Manners and Opinions. He makes alfo ufe of Proofs-from 
Chronology. ‘ 

The Verfes which conclude the firft Volume, and make the Sub- 
je& of the fecond, were probably wrote by fome of the ancient 
Difciples of Pythagoras. M. Dacier afcribes them to Ly/is, the 
Preceptor of Bpaminondis. Stanley knows not to which of the. 
five tollowing Authors to afcribe them, vz. Ly/is, Philolaus, 
Archippus, Lyfides or Epicharmes. 

The Work of Hierocles is a Commentary upon each Verfé in 
particular, of which he gives us the Senfe, and explains the 
Do&trine of Pythagoras contain’d in it. The Duties of Men are 
treated there with relation to God, and Superiour Subftances, 
which the Ancients call Demons, with relation to Men to whom 
we are engag’d by the Bonds ot Nature and Society; and with 
elation to our felves, and the perfe&tion of our Souls. Hiero- 
cles gives us grezr light into the Principles of Pythagoras, and 
contidering how long it was before he fer himfelf to meditate on 
high Things, bis progrefs deferves our admiration. That which 
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pleafes Men of Senfé, is to find in this Work the Sentiments of 
Plato, tho? upen the Principles of Morality expos’d in the Re- 
publick, Hierocles did not go fo far as this Philofopher, but con- 
demn’d him too rafhly, 

M. Dacier prevents an Objeftion which he forefaw, and look’d 
upon as very natural, vrz. That Hrerocles having wrote fince the 
Eftablithment of Chriftianity, we are not to wonder that he has 
fuch Excellent and Divine Morals, fince he might learn them by 
his Converfe with Chriftians. The Anfwer is, That Hierocles 
- did not change the Principles of Pythagoras, but only made ufe 
of the Chriftian Religion to explain thofe Principles, becaufe 
nothing but the Chriftian Religion could give the true Senfe of 
Princ'ples taken from the Books and Traditions of the Fews. 

M. Dacier has corre&ted a vaft number of faults which others 
had let pafs in this Book, and wronged itextreamly. Tho’ there 
were two Editions of it, that of Aurif{pa at Padua in 1474, and 
that of Fobn Courtier publifh’d towards the end of the 16th 
Century, and re-printed in Exg/and, with fome Remarks of Caz- 
Jfabon the Son, there never was a Work upon which the Criticks 
might Exercife their Talent with more Advantage. M. Dacier 
has correfted the faults, and has been very happy in his Amend- 
ments, partly by his own Reflettions, and partly by help of an 
excellent MSS. of Florence, the various Readings of which were 
communicated to him by M. Sa/viai. The Abbot Resaudot did 
alfo communicate to him Courtier’s Edition, with Corre€tions on 
the Margin taken from the beft Manufcripts, which are al- 
moft all confirm’d by that of Florence. 

With thefe Helps, and his Skill to make a right ufé of them, 
M. Dacier has made the Text of Hierocles as perfe€t as it came 
from the hands.of the Author, and it would be a great Obliga- ™ 
tion to the Publick for M. Dacter to reprint it. 

To the Commentaries of Hierocles, M. Bacier has added his 
own Remarks, corre€ting the principal faults of the Greek, and 
containing neceffary Illuftrations as to the Senfe of the Verfes, and . 
that of the Commentator, wherein thofe who love good Morals 
and found Learning will find very good Entertainment. 

The Epiftle to the King, and the Preface, are wrote each in 
their kind, with that Care and Noblenefs of Style which. they 
require. In the Epiftle, M. Dacier borrows from his Author the 
Solid Principles which fupport the juft Elogium of the Hero, fays 
the Paris Journalift, to whom the Work is dedicated. In the 
~~ Preface, among many remarkable Bn , he gives a juft Idea os 
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the Royal Academy of Medals and Infcriptions. Befides, he 


promifes ina little time to publifh all P/srarchs Lives, and after- 
wards his Morals, by Turns, with P/ato’s Dialogues. He has 
alfo finifh’d the Tranflation of Epiffetus's Manual, with the 
Greek Commentaries of Simplicius, and a new Manual of the 
fame Epidfetus taken from the Differtations of Arrianas, which 
contain very Noble and Inftru€tive Maxims that deferve well to 
be refCued trom Oblivion. 


ao 





Foannis Alpbonfi Turrettini Paftoris, §.T. © Hifforie Ecclef. 
Profefforis de Theologo veritatis €& pacw ftudtofo, Oratio Inau- 
guralis, Kc. i.e. An Oration by M. Turrettin, Minifter, Pro- 
feffor of Divinity, and Ecclefiaftical Hiftory ; fhewing that a 
Divine ought to make Truth and Peace his Study. Pronoune’d 
when he fucceeded the late M. Tronchin-as Profeffor of Divi- 
nity at Geneva, 1706. 4°. pages 48. 


M Turrettin, who tho’ very young, has already acquired 
* avery great Reputation in the Commonwealth of Learn- 
ing, aims at two things principally inthis Oration. I. Heteaches 
how a Divine ought to joyn two qualities, which are rarely found 
together in Perfons of that Profeffion, wz. The love of Truth, 
and the love of Peace. There are fome People fo pacifick, or 
rather fo infenfible, that for fear of troubling the quiet of otherss 
or rather their own, they indulge even the grofleft Errors, rot 
excepting thofe which fapp the very Foundations of Religion. 
There are others on the contrary, who will not Sacrifice the leatt 
of their Opinions to Peace, and with whom the queftion of the 
Antiquity of the Hebrew points is of as great importance as the 
Doétrine of the Death of Jefus Chrift, or the neceflity of Sané&ti- 
fication. M. Turrettin propofes Rules here for avoiding both 
thofe Extreams, . : 

A Divine ought to begin with Learning the Truth himfelf if 
he would teach it toothers. But in order to learn it with fuc- 
cefs, and to diftinguifh it from that croud of Errors which ob- 
{cure it, and in a manner befiege it on all fides, he muft, 


1. Lay afide all humane Authority, pin his Faith on no Man’s 
Sleeve, believe no Man upon his Word, but hearken only to the 


~ Voice of God, which fpeaks to him either in his Confcience.or in 
the Scriptures. as | 2, He 
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2. He muft rid himfelf of all prejudices, without regard to 
what he has learn’d in his Youth, to what is taught in his Coun- 
try, or to what has the greateft Number of Suffrages, or is main- 
-tain’d by Antiquity, &c. He ought to weigh all in she Ballance of 
right Keafon, and of the Word of God. 

3. He muft rid himfelf of his Paffions, and allow nothing to 
his particular Intereft, his Reputation, Friendfhip, Anger, Ha- 
tred, Jealoufie or Envy. : 

4. He muft carefully feek after the Truth, and for that end 
provide himfelf with all neceflary Helps to difcover it, as 
Languages, Hiftory, Philofophy, &%c. 

5. He ought to be very modeft in his Enquiries into Superna- 
tural Truths, and muft not aim at thofe things which he cannot 
attain to, nor offer to dive into thofe things which he ought only 
to admire. 

6. The laft and principal Rule is to feek after the Truth, with 
a Spirit of Piety and Devotion that San&tifies all his Enquiries. 

In teaching Truth to others, he ought to obferve the follow- 
ing Rules, : 

1. He muft teach it purely and fincerely. 

2. He muft teach it in a clear, eafie and popular Manner, not 
perplexing it with School Terms, - which come infinitely fhort 
of thofe made ufe of by the Holy Ghoft. It is hard to employ 
thofe humane Terms in Divinity, without iatermixing humane 
Dottrines. | 

3. He muft not fimply propofe a Truth, but maintain it with 
folid Reafons. 

4. He muft defend it with Courage and Boldnefs againft 
rror. . 

5. Inall this he muft behave himfelf with a great deal of Pru- 
dence, and diftinguifh Things that are certain from thofeé that are 
uncertain; Things that are profitable from thofe that are unpro- 
fitable ; Things that are neceflary from thofe that, are unnecefla- 
ry ; and he muft likewife have regard to Time, Place, and other 
Circumftances. 

6. In fhort, as Piety ought to Seafon a Divine’s ftudy of Truth, 
it ought alfo to attend him when he teaches it'to others. M. Tur- 
vettin complains, and with reafon, that Divinity is not 
enough applied for promoting Piety, and reforming our Pra€tice. 
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ce a Rear ae 
ollo 1. That ity Ought neyer to 
~ted from Truth. 2. That Truth ought never to be 
from my, fince the one naturally leads to. the other, ne 
miutuall: se yn ~ recommend. eo another. - He who fins 
againtt | gainft the Truth, and is juftly chargeabl 
with denyi ne the Gelpel But ‘becaufe under pretence of love 
for the Trae ‘Divines do very often: break uacoah the moft in- 
difpenfible Duties of Charity, M. Tarrettin lays down the fol-- 
— Rules to avoid that rs fault. . 
ive muft not prefume to be Wife above what wé-are, nor. 
shott on iswritten, © oe ; : 
- 2, We mu t upon every Qy ion itsdue value, and care 
fully -difti a & betwixt what’s certain and what’s ag one 
pay ufeful from what's lefs gst Matters. of ae 
from thofe that are not, .and things wrong from things 6 
ceflary ;. for what ti t have we nace new tinge in soariee 
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Church which Jefas Chritt hath not prefribid, and to impofe a ae 


Yoke upon our Brethren where he has impofed'none. -..«. - , 
3. Every Divine ought to remember, ty that he is a Man fubje®- 
wo Bor and that tee 0 Man no Society of Men, how 
numerous foever, that is infallible. This is the fit Principle and. 
the Foundation of the Reform’d Religion, to which, alas! Men 
as 3 alwa eee given due: Attention. 
paint the Sentiments: of others in odions ; 
Chea nor aifzibe. © sheth’ somote quences wh 
difown, or give them .any. sagen ate or feproa 
5. We muft always = a 
which relate i ay y to ae 
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mous Divine, muft own that he has not flatter’d him in drawing 
his Pi€ture. The principal Character of that great Man was an 
exquifite Judgment, which made him always take the right fide 
of a Quettion propos’d. He.was none of thofe boafting Divines 
to whom evety thing appears clear, and pretend to folve all Dif. 
ficulties. M. Troachin was fenfible of them when there were 
any, was modeft enough to confefs them, and fometimes when 
they were propos’d wou'd take time to think on them. He had 
been many years Profeffor of Divinity at Gezeva, when the new 
Philofophy began to make a noife. He was not fo much preju- 
dic’d by that which he had learn’d, but he examin’d the other, 
{tudied it, relifh’d its Principles, and made a profitable ufe of ir 
as long as he liv’d. He tov'd hisScholars extreamly, and taught 
them in publick and in private with paternal Affe€tion:. He 
was a Man of confummate prudence, and both in his LeCtures 
and Sermons fpoke with fo much {weetnefs and majefty, as at- 
tratted the love and refpett of bis Hearers. He was a great ad- 
- mirer of Vertue, agd lover of honeft Men, “The Reader cannot 
blame me: for giving M. Tronchin this {mall part of the Honour: 
‘that is due to his Merit, confidering that I -was his Scholar, and. 
one for whom he had a particular AffeGtion, faysM. Bernards’ \ — 
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Fob. Contagi Beckeri. “Phil. €° Med. Defforis, 8c. Paradoxum 
Medico-legale, de fubmerforum Morte fine pota we aliquot 
Cadaverum Sellionibus deteHum,; € ¢ Principiis Mechanicis ii- 

_ Luftratum: Cui adjicitur dodecas Obfervationum Cire Z 
réque rarifimarum Giefle Haforum. Typis Hen 
3704, 12°. Pages 142. 7. ¢. A Phyfical and La 
concerning thofe that ate drown’d without fwallowing 
diftover’d by the opening of feveral Bodies, and expla: 
cording to the Principles of the. Mechanicks , to which ar 

-added'1a Obfervations upon ftrange Cures and Difeafes, Ac 






T has been taken for granted hitherto,’ that thofe who are 
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3 drown’d {wallow a great quantity. of Water, and that this 
~ Water filliag or Storsach and 7 oe 3d th 





a!) | ecafic ncir Death. et 3 oe 
The Author of this Piece undertakes to prove, that aMan, ot oe 
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{wallow no Water at the time of their drowning, but alfo that 
it js impoffible for them to do it. He has open’d feveral Men 
and Beaits that have been drown’d, and declares that he never 
fund eithér in their Breafts or in their Stomachs the leaft Water. 
that they could have fwallowed whilft they were drowning. He 
alledges Matters of Fa& upon that Head, which are fo very parti- 
Cular, that it’s hard not to believe them. °Tis true,that when ~ 
thefe Bodies were open’d their Bellies were fo very much Swell’d, 
that to judge by outward Appearance, it was impoffible for any 
man to be perfuaded that Water was not the Canfe; But the 
Body was no fooner picrced than the Tumor fuddenly vanifhed, 
without any thing being perceived tocome forth but VVind, — 
Our Author, after he has proved the matter of fa&t by fevcral 
Inftancés, makes it his Bufinefs to fhow that it isnot poffible it 
could be otherwife. VVhen a Manis drowning, the fear he has 
upon him caufes him to draw in io much breath, that his breaft 
is fill’d with all the Air ’tis capabre to contain. The water that - 
immediately fucceeds and comes to the throat, dinder sExpiration,. 
becaufe this water prefles the Epiglottis fo hard, that nothing of 
Air can get out; the breath being thus kept in has but one Spri 
which is more Violent; ic fwells the Partsthat fhut it up; it 
firikes againft the Epiglottis as if it would open it; the Arteria . 
Traéhea' is dilated, this Part being once dilated, it prefles upon 
the Pharinx, which is a fort of Funnel that receives the Food, 
and conduéts it to the Efophage. The Pharinx being thus com- 
prefs’d, fuffers not adrop of VVater to enter into the Stomach, 
the Breath being fhut up cannot get out. Thus the Perfon dies 
at laft for want of Breath. ae . a 
Our Author illuftrates all thefe. by curious Refle€tions grounded 
upon the beft Mechanicks. tie oe 


¥ 





Gerard: Noodt Furifconfulti, ee de Religione ab imperio 
jure Gentium libera, i. ¢. A Differtation, proving that by the 
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thofe who did. M.Nood: undertakes here to refute them who be- 
lieve that the ee or. any other Perfon, has a Right to 


command their Subje€ts to follow fich and fucha Religion, and 
“to punifh thofe who don’t obey them. This, according to our 


' Author, is a cruel and barbarous Opinion, which has been, and 


ftill is the Caufe. of endlefs Calamities in the World, and which 
-. eecafion’d the Death of Axacharfis, Socrates, and an infinite num- 
ber of others, who had no other Fault, but that they were a 
great deal more vertuous and honeft than thofe who perfecuted 
them. Religion is a Prefent which God hath made.to‘each.Man 
in particular, which depends upon God alone, and for which he 
is to be accountable to him only. Nature it felf teaches us this. 
All Men from their-very Birth are neceflarily inclin’d to feek af- 
ter what is good, and to avoid what is evil, with all their Power. 
He is allow’d to chufe thofe ee which he knows to be moft 
proper to make himfelf happy. He may apply himfelf to be a 
Painter,-Ingraver, Artift, or Labourer, according as he judges 
it moft fit for his purpefe; and why fhould not he alfo be allow’d 
tochufe the Religion which to him epee to be moft fure 
for obtaining the chief good? How can. Nature have left him at 
Liberty in things of the leaft Importance, and yer puta force 
upon him, in that whee is his greateft Concern, and muft. 
decide his eternal Happinefs or Mifery? M. Noodt is of opinion, 
that thofe who wou'd oblige other Men to embrace fuch or 
fuch a Religion, a& contrary to the mind of God, who if he. 
had pleas’d, could eafily have brought all Men to the fame Faith | 
_-as he hath given rhem all the fame Arithmetick, fo'that in all 
- Countries for Example.. tds gh it | 
Five and Four makes Nines take away two, there remains 
| Seven. * MSS: dekh, 22 
As it is allow’d to every Man to follow. that Religion whith 
. he thinks beft; He is alfo allow’d to quit that which he imbrac’d 
_ when he difcovers himfelf in a Miftake, and that there is a bet- 
ter Religion than that which he profeffes. Me, 
The Sener to prove this Opinion, M. Noodt ‘enquires into ‘the 
Origine, the Canfes, and the Defign of eftablifhing Societies. 
‘He fhews, that they were form’d for the Prefervation of the ~ 
Lives .and Fortunes of thofe who are Members of the Sotiety. 
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He who is cloath’d with Authority, may make ufe of fuch Me- 
. thods as he thinks proper to attain that End, but further he can- 
) not go: Thole who invefted him with his Authority having 
< never pretended, nor indeed.could pretend to give him. a Right 
x which defpoils them of their Liberty, or of the priviledge of 
4 - chufing what Religion appears to them to be beft; . becaufe 
that relates neither to Body nor Eftate, but to the Mind, over 
which never one Map pretended to ive Empire toanother. Itis 
in vainto fay that Unanimity in Religion contributes to the good 
of Society; the Experience of all Ages fhews the contrary. 
Perhaps there is notat this time a more happy People in the 
- World than the Engli/p and Dutch, who put a Force upon no 
Man in Matters of Religion: And this Happinefs will always 
continue fo long as the ftronger Party does not offer to impofe 
. Laws upon the Weaker. 
M. Noodt, in the Clofe of his Difcourfe, anfwers the obje€tions 
of thofe who arenot of his Opinion, and does it with fo much 
Exa€tnefS and good Sence, that it will be hard for thofe who 
read him with Attention to remain unconvinced. f 
He Concludes, bleffing God, that helives ina Countrey where . 
every one is at pea to follow the Diftates of hisown Con- < 
BS {cience, and no good Subject has-any thing to fear from Souldiers, » 
ap Perfecutors, or the Authority of any infolent Tyrant, who wou’d : 
ce : impofe a Yoke upon the Confciences of his Subje&ts, as the Pope 
does upon thofe who Submit to him. The Dutch, the fays, will 
referve that precious Liberty fo long as they Maintain their prefent 
-Form of Government, ‘ becaufe it is morally impoffible that fo 
many Magiftrates fhould Concur — to Eftablifh an In- 
quifition:in their-Country. ‘But their Liberty and Religion weu'd 
‘be in great Danger, fhou’d they be fo imprudent or. Unfortunate 
as to transfer all their Authority. upon one Single Perfon. He : 
owns that fuch an one might be weli inclined to the Common..-° — 
Intereft, but he might alfo Change his Mind, and Favourites 
might make him do many Things contrary to his Inclination; 
but if ic were not fo, who could undertake that his Succeffors 
fhou’d be of the Same laudable Sentiments? Were the Succeffors 
of Q, Ekgabeth, who-Eftablifh’d the Reformation in Eng/and, 
“® allatted by the fame Principles with that great Queen? Did 
Fa. Il. forinftance, tread inher Steps?» | is 
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Caroli Daubuz Presbyteri & A. M. Pro Teftimonio Flavii Jofephi de 
Jefu Chrifto Libri duo : Quorum priore de varia ‘ejus Fortuna Ufa- 
que, nec non Auctoris Confilio in eo confcribendo pertractatur ; 
pofteriore vero ex Stylo ac dicendi modo et fenfu, ejus veritas com- 
probatur. Cum prefatione Johannis Ernefti Grabe. i. e. 

Two Books of the Teftimony of Flavius Jofephus concerning Fefim Chrift ; the 
fit of which treats of the various Fortune and Ufe of that Teftimony, 
with the Author's Defignin Writing it, and the Second proves it tobe Genuine 
from the Style and way of writing and the Sence of the Words. By Charles 
Daubuz ¢ Presbyter and A. M. To which is prefixd a Prefatory Epiftle 
by John Erneft Grabe London, Printed for R. Sare at Grays-In-Gate 
in Holbourn 1706, 80, Pazes 205, befides Prefaces, 


8h IS needlefS to acquaint the Reader that Flavius Fofephus the chief 
Writer, and the only (Profane) Hiftorian of the Fewifh Na- 
tion, that we have left, teftifies of our Saviour, that he work’d Mi- 
racles, that he was Chrift, and that he rofe from the Dead. The 
Paflage containing that Teftimony is in his Archealogia Fudaica, lib. 18. 
cap. 4. being written in Greek, the Engiifh of which according to Ruf- 
finus’s Latin Verfion is as followeth. . 

‘ At the fame time, there was one Jefus, a wife Man, if it be law- 
© ful to call him a Man ; he did wonderful Works,and was the Tea- 
© cher of thofe who willingly gave ear to Truth ;and brought over to 
“his Party many Fews, and many Gentiles. This was Chrift. Thofe who 
* had loved him from the beginning, did not forfake him, when upon - 
© an Accufation given in by the chief Men of our Nation, he was con- 
© demn’d by Pilate to be crucifyed. For he appeared to them alive the 
* third day after, according asthe Prophets divinely infpited had fore- 
© told that thefe or other innumerable Miracles relating to him, fhou'd 
© come to pafs.. Nay, the Name and Seét of the Chriftians, who 
£ were fo called after him, continues to this very Day. — 

This Paflage was never difputed by any of the Greekor Latin Fa- 
thers, nor indecd by any Chriftian Writer, till about the middle of 
. the fixteenth Century, .when the Chriftians beginning to apply 
themfelves to the reading of the Books of the later Jews, fome of theny 
took up the fame Opinion of Jo/ephus and: his Teftimony, that thefe — 
Jews gave in, and fo difprov'd what they difproved, = st 
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Among thofe who appeared in oppofition to the Genuinenefs of this 
pallage, B. Blondellus and elahisibe Faber bore the greateft Figure. 
‘The former Objected. 1. That the Paflage has no Connexion, as 
being incoherent with the preceding and fubfequent Words. 2. That 
*tis a Falfhood to fay of Chriftthat he drew many Gentiles after him.3. 
That ’tis not likely they would doubt of Chrift’s being a man, becaufe 
he work’d Miracles. 4. He denies that’the Chriftians gathered pro. 
mifcuoufly from among ews and Gentiles, could be call’d quacy. 5. 
He objects that “tis abfurd to think that Joepbu who was a down- 
right Enemy to Chriftianity, and lean’d rather to, the Gensiles fhould. 
fet forth, that Chrift rofe from the Dead, and that the Divine Pro- 
phecies were fulfilld in him. Ke a 
The Objections ftarted by Tanaquillus Faber are thefe, 1. Fofephus 
being a Pharilce, a Fewifh Prieft, and bigotted:to the Religion of his 
Ancettors,fuch Wordscan't properly be put into his Mouth. 2. The 
Style of this Paffage is loofe and tawdry, and different from Fo/ephus’s. 
2. "Tis very injudicious to fay, of Jefus, "Inets z#s, and prefently after 
ys avdya- auzoy acye xen, thefeé Words infinuating thathe was — 
God, whereas the Fews expeCled no other Meffias but'a Man..4. The 
Author of this Teftimony hasnot had fufficient Regard to the Ignorance 
of the Gentiles for whom the Archzologia was chiefly written. ~y.. 
‘There’s no mention made of the fore-running of Fobn the Baptift. 6. © »— 
The Paflage has no Connexion with the reft. 7. By Hieromymus’s | 
Verfion ‘twould feem he fmelt it to be fpurious. 8.: Fuftin Martyr, 
Tertullian, Clemens Alexandrinus, Origen, Theodoretus, and Photius do not 4 
mention it. 9. Faber quotes two Sentences outof Origen’s Commentae 
ries upon Mathew and his Books againft Ceifis, from which he endea- _ 
vours to prove that the Paflage as we now fead it is fpurious, and the 
Codices of Origen contain rather the contrary, 10. ‘The Paflage be- 
ing fupported by the rages 6 of Enjfebiu, he indeavours to prove — 
him a forry vain Writer, and fo conjectures that he was the Author: 
and Infértor ofthe Teftimony. . pS aie ae Ab 4 
On the other Hand; feveral Books were written in Vindication of © -~— 








































the Style, which fome French Writers infift fo much upon. 
Learned: Author, who is a Native French.man, was once lifted into : 
the Number of thofe who would have the Teftimony to be fpurious,, 
nuine, And accordingly bas bere obligedthe VA 
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firmation of that Elogium of Chrilt, by proving (which is altogether 
new) that the Style’is of a piece with the other Writings of Fofepbus, 
and runs upon Words either peculiar to Fofepbur, or very Familiar to 
him and connected after his way; and by explaining the true Senfe 
of the Words. yaa 

This he does in the fecond Book of the Performance now before 
us, for the firft is imployed (as was intimated in the Title) in fhew- 
ing from the various Fortune or Treatment of this Teftimony, from 
its Ufe and Authority and the Neceffity of defending it ; and from Fo- 
Sepbus's Condition, and ‘Circumftances, that he not only might think 
favourably of Chrilt, but that he could not fpeak otherwife of him, 
nor yet be filent upon the Head. “Tho” the Argument taken from 
the Style be fafficiently conclufive, out Learned Author thought it pro- 
per to infert what we have here contained in the firft Book, in order 
to trace all the Objections and Conjectures given in by his Adverfaries. 
And in the fecond Book likewife, which treats direétly of the Style’ 
and Senfe of the Pailage, he takes occafion to difculs fuch remaining 
Objections as did not fallinto the firft Book. 

Thetwo Books are uthered in by the Original Words of the Tefti- 
mony it felf, with thevarious Readings and ancient Verfions; and 
that again is preceded by two Prefaces, one from Fobn Ernef? Grabe, 
obférving the fingular Providence of God in this ‘Teftimony of our 
Saviour in a Few, fetting forth that hetakes Foephus to have'been 
one of thofé Fews who believed in Chrift, but bigoted to their Ancient 
Law would not joyn withthe Gentile Profelytes who flighted the Mo- 
faick Statutes, and recommending the Merit and feafonable Publication 
of the infuing Treatifé : Another Preface we have from the Author 
himfelf fhewing the Occafion Defign and Method of the Perfor- 
mance. : : ; ; 3 * 

The firft Book is divided into three Patts. ‘The firft of which 
treats of the various Fortune of the Teftimony, both before and fince 
the 16th Century.Here he fhews in the firlt place that the Greek and 
Latin Fathers,before the-1 6th Century quoted it as genuin. Among the 
. Greek Writers Exfebius and Hieronymus lead the Van. Exfebsus lived not: 
above two hundred Years after Fofepbus, inthe time of Con/tantine, when 
. free accefs was allow’d to all Libraries; and he quotes this Paflage of 
Fofepbus in two places, . To weaken Enjebimw’s Authority the Adverfa~ 
ries object three things againft him. 1. That he and the reft of the 


Fathers thought it a good Action to fupport Celeftial ‘Truths with ° 
- their own Fictions, 2. That his “Quotations out of Authors, and — 
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Particularly out of Fofepbus, ‘are not jut. 3. That he delignedly 
foifled this Paflage into the Writings of Fofephus. oo 

Our Learned Author anfwers to the Firft, that thofe Fictitious Go- 
fpels, Acts of the Apoftles, Revelations, &%c. that appeared in the firft 
Ages, were done by the Hereticks, with whofe Errors they are ftuffed, 
and not by any Father or Bifhop of the Catholick Church; the Fa- 
thers having frequently rejected them : ‘To the fecond, That tho it 
appears by fome other Quotations out of Foephus made ufe of by Eu 
Jebius, that he miftook the Senfé of the Author, and mifapplied ’em, 
that does not bring him in guilty of Forgery ; Gince thofe other Words, 
the Senfe of which he miftook,are own’d to be in Fofepbus: To the Third, 
That his Inadvertency in quoting fome Teltimonies,do's nor conclude 
him guilty of the Fraud of Interpolation, efpecially while the exiftence 
of the Fraud it felf is difputed; That he could have no End to 
tempt him to it, fince the. Divinity cf our Saviour did not depend up- 
on the Teftimony of Fofephis ; "That in Eufebius’s time,. Fofephus’s An- 
tiquitiés were to be feen in all Libraries, and fo the Fraud would rea- - 
dily have been difcovered ; That at the fame time, the, Writings of 


Fofepbus werein the Hands of many Gentiles ; That Exfebius owns him- 


felf, that in compiling his Hiftory, he made ufe of Books that he had 
from the Ferufalem Library ; fo that there muft have been many Co- 
pies of the Archxologia; ‘That no one would dare to attempt the In- 
terpolation of an Author, who by his Ingenuity had merited a Statue 
at Rome, and whofe Books were lodged in the publick Library, and 
fign’d by the Emperor Titws himfelf to prevent all Fraud; and That 
other Whitersin diftant places, had Copies of Zolephus containing the 
fame Teftimony. ' 

If it be objected; in imitation of Dalleus, that Eufebius having 
lived two hundred Years after Fofepbus, his Authority can be of no 
Force ; our Author makesanfwer, that the Exiftence of Chrift being . 
recent in the memory of Men, was not call'd in Queftion till Eufebius s 


time, fothat an ancienter Authority for this Paflage is not requilite; | 


and that the Queftion is not whether Eu/ebins (aw Foépbus write that 
Paflage, but whether he read it in the Codices of his time; which his 
Authority will eafily reach. = ma ae: 

The next Greek Writer in order of time, is Hieronymus. who had 
the Greek Codices of the Arebeologia by him, and gave a Latin Verfion 
of the Paflage it felf. ”Tis obj againft his Authority that he co- 
pyed out of Eujebius, and fo fell in with his Errours; to which our ~ 
Leamed Author an(wers, that from that very Paflage as"tis fe “ 
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by Hyeronymus, ‘tis evident that Eufelivs's Codices of the Arrbeologia 
were quite different from his; for he renders.é yessds Eros ty, & cre- 
debatur effe Chriftus, and védei€er he tranflates invrdia. 

Our Author continues to enumerate the Greek and Latin Writers, 
before the 16th Cetury, that quoted this Paflage as Genuin. This 
done, he comes p 21. to acquaint usthatin the 16th Century the 
Genuinenefs of this Paflage was firft called in Queftion by Hubertus 
Gifamus a Lawyer, and Lucas Ofiander a Lutheran Divine; and fo from 
thence to p. 36. gives an account of thofé Authors fince the Year 1500 
that have favour d this Paflage, either by barely approving it as genu- 
ine, or by writing exprefly in defence of it. From p. 36. to 60 we 
have a particular Account of thofe who ftood up in oppofition to the Paf- 
fage ; under this Head he brings in fuch of the Fathers as are taken to be 
of that fide,upon the account of their pretended filence, with Referen- 
ces tothe Teftimony,which is taken to be an Argument that ‘twas not 
in the Cedicesof their time, and vindicates their Memory.. Thefé are 
Fuftin Martyr, Clemens Alexandrinus, Tertullian, Origen, and Photius. 

As for Fuftin Marr, our Author lays, we can. conclude nothin 
from his Silence, becaufe we have not.all his Works; and that in his | 
Dialogue with Triphon the few, (infifted on by the Adverfaries) rhe 7 
Quotation of that 'Teftimony, could have done him no Service, for 
that Tiyphen did not deny what’s contain’d in that ‘Teflimony, but de- 
nyed that Divine Honours were due to Chrift,» which Fujlim was to 
prove to him not from prophane Authors, efpecially Fofephus whom the 
Fews hated, but from the writings of the Prophets. Add to this that 
Fofephus wastoo late a Writer to be quoted by Fuftin, who was born 
perhaps before Fofephus died. ae Gea 
_ As to Clemens Alexandrinus he anfwers, that we have not all his 
- Writings, and fo can’t be pofitive of his Silence ; that in his Time the 
Exiftence of Chrift was not difputed; and that tho’ he owns he had = ** 
feen Fofephus,, he never quotes any other paffage out of him, tho’ he 
had frequent Occafion. ‘ 

Tertullian, fays our Author, in his Apolsgia had no occafion to have 
recourfe to Fofephus, with Reference to Chrift (as he did with Refe- 
rence to the Fewifh Worlhip) having the publicks Aéts of the Empe- — 
rors and Senateto appeal to ; neither was it proper for him to make 
ufe of this Argument again{t the Jews, fince, Feephus’s Authority had 
no great weight with them, efpecially ata time whem nobody doubt- = = = ~_ 
papery or : Giricdhadsiag A Ue .% aa: | 

Origen is given in by the Adverfaries (particularly by Tawaquillus Faber) = sti 
as condemning this Tcftimony not only by his Silence, but by we / Sreeraaerie 
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ting pofitively -againft it, to which purpofe they alledge two 


Paflages, which in Effect import no more than .that Fofepbus was nota 
Chriftian, which is not denied, the Words of the Teftimony & xeus3s 
Tres fiy being to be underftood according to. the Capacity and Cuttom 
of the Vulgar, My Opinion (fays our Learned Author) of thefe 
Paflages of Origen, is; That Origen was not ignorant of Foépbus’s 
Teflimony as we now read it, and took it inthe fame Senfe ; but find- 
ing that Fofephus did therein give fuch an account of the Death of Chriit, 
as if his Paffion had bore no relation to the difgrace and ruin of the - 
Nation, and yet when he comes to fpeak of the Death of James, ac- 
knowledges that it difpleafed the chief Men of the Nation, and the 
King ; Origen, I fay, obferving this, underftood: Foféphus as if he had 
given the Death of Fames for the Caufe of the defiru@tion of the Nati- 
on. --- To fpeak ingenuoufly (continues our Author) Origen feems ta have 
relyed upon his bare Memory in\Quoting the Words or Sentences 
of Fofepbus. ; 

The laft of this Clafs is Photius, upon ‘whofe Silence the Objetors 
argue thus. If he had ever feen that Paflage, he would certainly have 
taken notice of it, had he taken it to be genuine; and if he did fee and 
yet not mention it, ‘tis an Argument he took ic to be fpurious. The 
Heads of our Author's Anfwers are; not to mention that above a third 
part ot Photius’s Bibliotheca is intepolated, fo that his Mind can’t al- 
ways be gathered from thence ; That Photias acted the Part of an Ex- 
cerptor,and gathered only the Contents of the Books of the Archeologia, 
fo that he might ea(ily.omit this Paflage of our Saviour, in his Ex- 
cerpta of the <Archeoligia, as well as thofe of Fobu the Baptift and-of 
Fames which are own’d to be genaine ; efpecially confidering that your 
Writers of Excer;+apafs by many remarkable things that aré common- 
dy known, fach as:this Teftimony might be ; ‘That we can’t take 
all to be fuppofititious that is not in Phorins; That his alledged Silence 
can’t overthrow the Teftimony of Authors ‘ancienter than himéelf; 
‘That after all Phorius is not altogether filent upon this Teftimony, ha- 
ving made perticular mention of Chrift, Cod. 238, as if he had ta-. 
wy _ Fofepbus, tho’ delivered ee ae ages which is an 
ufual thing among your Excerprores ; and is plainly practifed by Pho- 
tius himfelt im deferibing the Death of Fobn the Bapuit and of ees | 
after Fefephui's way. ‘That ifhe had not feen this Teftimony of Jo- 
Sepbus’s he would. have cenfured fepbus as well as Fufius Tiberius for - 
fot mentioning the Paffion of Chrift ; and That if Photius had feen it, = 
‘ind fufpetted it tobe Fidtitious, he would certainly have difcovered = 
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the Impofture, and confuted thofé his Predeceffors who had publickly 
vouch d t for j its being- genuine. 

Thefe Writers are the firft ClaG of thofe who are given in as a Op- 
ponents to Fo/ephus's Teltimony : The fecond Clafs is the ews ; and the 
. third, thofé later Chriftians that have openly and exprefly written a- 
gainkt i it, Of the laft I have already given fome Hints; and as for 
the Fews ‘tis no wonder they all reject this Teltimony: ‘They reject 
our Greck Fofephus, and own none for genuine but a Hebrew Codex 
of des Gorionides, of which-they will have Flavius Jofephus to be Au- 
thor. Neither that nor any of the Hebrew Codes have the T eftimony 
of Chrift. This Impoftor Gorionides wrote about feven Hundred 
Years ago, and was never mentioned by any Few till about 4.70 
Years ago. “Tis objected by fome Jews that the Florentine Codes con- 
tain nothing of that Teftimony ; to which our Learned Author makes 
anfwer. . That when the Jews fpeak of ‘Fofphus they always mean their 
Hebrew Gorionides, a trifling, ignorant, impudent Impoftor. That 
he do's not believe there are any Greek or Latin Copies of Flavius Fo- 
JSephus in the Florentine Library, without this Tellimony of Chritt, fince 
Vaae Voffius and Emericus Bigotius, who examined all .the Florentine Co-. 
dices, take no notice of it ; and in fine that to thofe Rabbinical and an- 
tienteft (as they call em) 0 MSS. of Flavius ‘Fofepbus, he oppofés 
the MSS. of Yh bius, Hieronymus, Ambrofius, Ridfinus, Caffiodorus, 
and of others of unfpotted’ Veracity; befides thofe fill extant, particu-: 
larly a Greek MSS. and two Latin ones in the Imperial Library ; “A 
thofe made ufé of by Iaac Voffi us and Emericus Bigotius, fome in Greek 
fome in Latin, one of which is ancienter than the Impoftor Gorionidec, 
and the Codex Peireféianus which Henricus Valefius perufed. 

We are now arrived at the fecond Part of the firft Book, which.‘ 
vindieates ‘Fo/pbus’s Authority and Character, and the Advantage and > 
Ule of defending this his Teftimony, 3 in cafe it’be found true. This. 
our Author thes ht proper, upon the account of the Objections both 
of Jews and Chriltians who vilfy his Character, and take the Tefli- 
mony whether true or falfe to be of no Moment. 

‘Fhej Exceptions feem to fall under five Heads. The firft is chat 
of the Jews who compare Flavius ‘Fofephus with their Gorionides, nay 
moft of them prefet Gorionides to him. Some of ‘em call Flavius an- 
Apoftate, eat reject what hehas faid of Damie?s Weeks as diffonant 
from their Gorienides; others acknowledge that their Gortomides has. 
written many falfe ao, = js, Common So. that 
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fuppofing we-fhould grant what they would chiefly beat, that Fis- 
vius Fofepbus is the fame Perfon with their Gorionides, and that he wrote 





Sage 


| . a true Hiftory of the Jewitt War both in Greek and Hebrew as we and 


they have it, this will clinch ‘em as an Argumentum ad hominem 5 viz. 
Their own Annals and Digefts own Fofephus Gorionides to have been 
the Brother of Nicodemus the Son of Gorion the Prieft, who was very 
Rich, and whom Eliezer affirms to have been one of the principal Men 
in ‘Ferufalem. _Now both the Name, Tinie, and Quality, intimate 
that this was the fame Nicodemus of whom the Evangelilt John {peaks 
fo honourably in two Places. And that Nicodemus gave a publick and 
very honourable Teftimony of Chrift, which is very like to that of 
Fofepbus, and confequently, °tis very probable from their own Con- 
—- that Fofephus might give fuch a Teflimony as we now plead 
or. : 

’Tis objected in the fecond place, that Jofepbus did not believe the 
Mofaick Miracles; upon the Plea, that {peaking of the paflage of the 
Fi ws thro’ the red Sea, he calls it a Paradox and compares it with 
Alexander's Paflage thro the Pamphilian Sea. This he did that the 
former might gaya the more Credit with the Gentiles, who had read 
the latter in the late Books of Alexander's Exploits. and fo isno more 
chargeable with disbelieving the Mofaick Miracles, than. Hugo Grotius 
is with disbelieving the Refurrection of Chrift, becaufé he confirms 
it by fome Examples out of the profane Hiftorians. Tis obfervable that 
he peaks of the Miracles of Mofes at length butonly glances at thofe of 
Chrift ; which is an Argument that he believed the former more than 
tbe latter. 

The third Objection ftarted by the “Fews is, ‘That-he was a Court 
Flatterer and {0 not to be credited ; and for the fame Reafon they 
difown Daniel fora Prophet. But the Objection is foolifh, fince they 
own their Gorionides to have been the fame with Flavius, and confe- - 
quently a Servant and Court dependant. Some Chriftians, however, 
joyn iffue with it, alledging that he flattered his Mafter, the Empe- ° 
ror, and having lately teceiv’d of him fingular Favours, can’t be fup- 
pofed to fpeak fincerely.. - But at this rate, all the beft Hiftories we 
have muft be rejected, as being Written (moft of them) by Courti- 
ers, whoare the only Perfons that have the Opportunity of diving 
into the Truth of what pafles or is projected. “aa 

The fourth Exception comes to us from Tamaquillus Faber, who 
pleades that the Teftimony of ‘an Adverfary, or a Liar, is not ro be 
received, fince Chrift himfelf and the Apoftles rejected the Teftimony 
af Devils, becaufe they did not want it, Our Learned Author replies, . 
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that the Teftimony of an Adverfary or a Liar, may readily be recei- 
ved, when it bears again{t themfelves; ‘That the confeffion of Adver- 
faries is always allowed asa {trong fupport of Truth ; That ~in the 
example of our Saviour, he.only fortids the publication of his Cha- 
racter for a time, it-being then unexpedient ; That all theApoftles 
frequently build upon the Teftimony and Confeffion of their Adverfa- 
_ ries, efpecially Peter who appeals to the Teftimony of Pilare himfelf 
the Judge, concerning the Innocence of Jefus Chrift; and that the in- 
{tance of Paul 48s 16.17. is not to the purpofe; for the evil Spiric 
having teaz d hina and Si/as with a noify and unfeafonable tho’ true 
Confeffion, for feveral Days, Paul uneafy under the noife, did not re- 
{train the Spirit from continuing the ‘Teftimony, but freed the Dam- 
{el from a troubleforse Companion. page} 

The. fifth Exception runs thus: Tho’ this Teftimony were true, 
‘tis not worth the while to fpend fo much time about it; for if ic 
fhould happen to prove falfe, the Adverlaries would thereby gain 
Ground, and the Defenfe ill put would turn to”our Difcredit. ‘The 
Subflance of the anfwer is; That if we reject allthe Teftimonies 
taken from the Copfeffion of Adverfaries or Heathens, becaufe they 
have been fumetimes called in Queftion, we fhall have no conclufive 
Argument left for contirming the Chriftian Faith again{t thofe who 
deny it. For there’s {Carce any thing that contributes to Religion 
but what has been doubted of. That fuch has been the misfortune of the 
Sibylline Oracles, Tiberius’s Teltimony of Chrift’s Miracles, Pslace’s 
Ads, Antoninus's Epiltle, Lucianus’s Philipatrides, and <Ariftea. Nay 
fome come yet nearer, and condemn the Epiftles of Apoftolick Men 
for which the Primitive Church had a a Veneration: That tisa 
greater Error in Chriftians tamely to fufter any Writings or Teftimo- 
nies, which are the fupports of our Religion, to be defpisd and ex- 
ploded. That fuch conceffions are certain Signs of an Saryowss és that’s 
accompanyed with Flaming Impiety : And that tho’ they were guilty 
of an Overfight who pretended to eftablifh any Article of Faith on Fo- 
fepbus's Teftimony, or to confute the Arians frombis trys drd\ga. abgrsy 
xet, yet the certainty of fome Matters of Fact upon which our Faith 
is built may be illuftrated from that and other Foreign Teftimo- 

The third = var im s the firft poe omnes from p. 8 ane 
110. Treats of Folepbus’s defign in. Writing. this ‘Teftimony. 
our Author juftly x vc that after rhe Emperors profeid Chriftia- - 
nity» there was a great many about Court, that hover'd between two, 

did not fully declare their Mind; which ‘tis thought, they did to 
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Angratiate themfelves into the Emperor's Favour, and to avoid the 
fpeaking freely of a Religion, that they did not imbrace themfelves, 
but was received with great Veneration by the Emperors and others. 
This faid, he proves Fofephus to have been much fuch a Man, and 
fhews that he not only did Write that Teftimony of Chrift, but could 
not avoid it. ‘To make this appear, he enquires firft into the State 
and Opinion of the Ancient ‘fews with Reference to Chrift, then he 
fhews what was Fofepbus’s Character both before and after the Sub- 
verfion of the Republick ; and laftly fets forth the Condition and 
Circumftances of thofeto whom he wrote, as wellasthofe, by whofe 
Authority and Sollicitation he publifhed his Archeologia. 

As to the Character of the Ancient Zews, he fays they were a quite 
difterent fort of Men, from the later ews, who fince Chriftianity — 
was invefted with the Civil Power, and the Zews were kept under by 
the Chriltians, have taken up much ftronger Prejudices again{t Chrilt 
and his Doétrine, and an implacable hatred againft the Chriftians, 
The chief Men of the Ancient Hews from the time of Chrift to the 
DeltruGiion of the City, may be divided into two Clafles. The 
firft was thofe who either favouring the different Parties among them 
or fearing the Romans would fufpe&t their Loyalty, indeavotred to 
Stiffile all manner of Sedition. Thefe were not fo follicitous about Re- 
ligion, as about the Prefervation of their own Power, and the Wel- 
fare of the Publick; and looking upon the Chriftians as Rebellious 
Innovators and Over-turners of the Mofaick Law, ftudyed with ut- 
moft Application to crufh them. Such were the high Prieft, Cajaphas, 
Mnanias, and othets, who did not mind the Mofaick Law, fo much 
as their own Dignity and Reputation ; for moft of ’em were Saduces, 
whom I take (fays our Author) to have been a fort of thofe, we 
now call Theifts, and whoown'd the Divine Scriptures, only for 
Forms Sake, that they might not incur the odium of the People. 
Now, Fofephus profeffes a pofitive Diflike of the Opinions of the Sad- 
~~ who {lighted Mofess Authority, fo that we can’t fix him in this 

5. : 

The other Clafs, was thofe who imbraced the Mofaick Religion 
cordially and fincerely, and expected the Meffias as the fureft hope of 
Yrael. ‘They depended on the Divine Providence and the Promifes 
contain’d in the Writings of the Prophets, and did not believe that 
God would fuffer any pernicious Sec to prevail over’ his. People. They 

meafured the goodnefs of a Caufe by the Succefs, that is, the evident 
Affiftance of God; and the’Reverfe of that made them take it to be 
Evil. In this number, our Learned Author, ‘reckons Nicodemus, and 
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Gamaliel, who if he had furvived the Deftruction of the City, and [i- 
ved to fee the Splendor of Chriftianity under Domitian, wou!d Quefti- 
onlefs have entertained favourable Thoughts of Chrift, and his Reli- 
gion. ‘Fofepbus has great Encomiums of Gamaliel, and therefore 
our Author thinks he was of the fame Clafs while the Republick itood. 
But tho’ many of this Clafs entertained favourable thoughts of Chrift 
and his Religion, and looked upon Chrift as a great Prophet, yet 
they did not eafily part with the Mofaick Inftitution ; but looked up- 
‘on Chriftianity as an Inftitution that they were free to comply with 
or to reject. 

Our Author comes in the next Place to enquire whether Fofephus 
Was one of tho/e half-Chriftians as ‘twere. Here he gives an account 
of the Life of ‘fofepbus, which the Reader no doubt will be pleaféd to 
hear. ‘Fofephus was the Son of Matthias the Prieft, being himfelf a 
Prieft of the firft Order, and was born the firft Year of Caius-Cafar. 
When he was but fourteen Years of Age, he had made fuch Progrefs 
in the ‘Fewi/h Learning, that even then, the chief Men of.the City 
looked upon him as a Perfon extraordinary well verfed in the Law. 
Having a Mind to pry into the Philofophical Sects, of his own-Na- 
tion, he Studied three Years under Fanus Effenus ; but at nineteen 
Years of Age, finding the Pharifees moft powerful in the Republick, 
he joyned in with them. When he was fix and twenty Years of Age, 
he fet out for Rome, under the Procuratorfhip cf Felix to folicite the 
releafement of fome Priefts that were in Prifon; but the Ship being 
caft'away in the Adriatick Sea, where the Apoftle Paul was Shipwrack’d 
about three Years after, he Swom all Night in the Sea. Having 
difpatehed his Bufsnefs at Rome, to his own contentment, he return’d 
and liv’d among the Pharjfees, and at thirty Years of Age was made 
Governour of Galilee, where he was taken Prifoner by Ve/pafian in 
his War with the ews; but ‘Fofephus acting a wonderful cunning 
part, and promiling the Empire to Ve/pafian, was fet at Liberty, and 
much efteemed by Vefpafian; whence he had the Name of Flavius given 
him. Vefpafian fent him with his Son Titns to the Siege of Jerufalem, 
where he was.in great danger of his Life, the Jews ufing their ut- 
mo{t endeavours to take him, that they might punifh him as a De- 
ferter ; and on the other hand the Romans imputing what Difafters they 
underwent to his Treachery, and foliciting Titws to make away with 
the Traitor. After the Taking and Deftruction of the City and Tem- 
ple, the Victor beftowed fome Land upon him in Fudea, and when 
he came back to Rome made him free of that City. Vefpafian receiv'd 
him at Rome with fuch Marks of diftinction, that he allowed him er 
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f his own Houfe, that belong’d to him as a private Citizen. Titus 


his Son continued thc fame Favour to Fofephus ; and Domitian fhewed 
him yet greater. Ashe had formerly gained his point in procuring 
the Liberty of the Priefts, by the intereft of Poppea. fo he now kept 
himfeif in Court by that of Domitie Herein did his Wifdom and 
Cunning appear, that he could influence Women to favour his Inte. 
reft, and himfelf is not afhamed to own it. In the 13 Year of 
Domitian, -and the fifty fixth of his own Age, he finifhed his Arche- 
ologia and dedicated it to Epapbroditus at whofe defire he had fet about 
it. Soon after he compiled a Book of his own Life. 

The next thing in Courfe is the Character of thofe, to whom Fo. 
Sepbus wrete, and upon whole defire he publifhed his Archcologia, 
To begin with Domitian, he is given in by many as an inveterate E- 
nemy of the Chriftians, But not to mention that his Perfecution of 
the Chriftians did not jaft above a Year, ’tis certain, that in the Thir- 
reenth Year of Domitian, when Fofepbus finifhed his rcheologia, that 
Emperor had not then begun to perfecute the Chriftians ; fo that "tis 
a vain Allegation that Fofephus would not fpeak well of the Chrifti- 
ans, for fear of incurring Domitian’s Difpleafure. On the contrary, the 
Chriftian Religion was in great Efteem rill the Perfecution began , and 
the very Emperors’s Relations were Chriftians; whereas the ems were 
moft feverely taxed, tho’ Zofephus obtained an Immunity ; fo that ‘tis 
not probable ‘Foépbus would difoblige the Emperor (his Friend) by 
an unfeafonable and over-bearing Confeffion of his Religion, which 
the Emperor difCountenanced with fo much feverity, and by expo- 
fing the Chriftian Religion which the Emperor’s Friends had im- 
braced. Befides, the chief things contain’d in Fofephus’s Teftimony 
are own’d by the few: themfelves ; they own that Chrift did Mira- 
cles, that he was a Chrift fir for the Gentiles, that his coming did 
in fome meafure anfwer the Divine Prophecies, and that he appeared 
to his Difciples (tho’ indeed they deny his RefurreGtion.) ‘Now, favs 
our Author, fince the miraculous Power of the Apoftles had not then 
ceafed, why may we not think that ‘eépbus believed thele things, 
tho’ he did not openly and ‘thoroughly comply with our Faith? For 
my part, continues he, I alwaysthought ‘Fofephbus might be a Demi- 
Chriftian. . : 

Tis here objetted, that Fofphus wrote his Archeologia to the Gen- 
tiles, and fo would infert nothing that to them might feem incredible. 
But the Gentiles believed Miracles and Refurreétion from the Dead, 
among themfelves, fo that he needed not to fear they would Startle 
upon that Head ; befides thar they would as willingly give Ear toa 
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modeft narration of the Miracles of Chriit, as to the Accounts of the 
Mofaick, and other miraculous Works given by the fame Author. 
For at that time moft curious Perfons wanted to know, who or what 
fort of a Man this Chrift was, whofe Fame was fpread abroad with 
Applau‘e. 

Our Learned Author comes next to the Character of Epapbrodius 
upon whofe Defire Fofepbus wrote his <Archologia. Fofetbus calls this 
Epaphroditus a Learned and Curious Man, and one that courted the 
knowledge of the Tranfactions of the World. And it appears from 
Tacitus Suetonius and Dion that he lived in great Efteem in Domitian’s 
Court, till the laft Year of that Emperor's Reign, when he was put 
to Death upon flight Grounds of Sufpicion. This Epapbroditus feems 
to have been the Matter of Epiéietus, and fome will have Epiéferus to 
have Learned from him, what he has in his Writings thar favours of 
Chriftianity ; for ‘tis highly probable Epaphroditus was a Chriftian, both 
the time and the Circumftances of Life intimating that this was the 
fame Epaphroditus that St. Paul mentions fo often in his Epiftles. Now 
Fifepbus meaning to flatter this Chriftian, not only might but certain- 
ly would infert that Teftimony of Chrift, thar fort of Flattery being 
not only common but neceffary among Courtiers. “Twas Fofépbus’s 
Part to keep in with  Epapbroditws, the Emperor's Secretary, as 
well asthe Emperor himfelf. Add to this thar Flavia Domitilla, and 
T. Flavius Clemens were both Chriftiahs, the farmer being banifhed to 
Pontia, and the latter put to Death, for profeffing the Name of Chrift; 
and that in all probability Fofepbus Courted thefe Flavii more than 
Domitian himfelf, and fo could neither difguife nor conceal the Tefti- 
mony of Chrift. 

Our Authour having thus proved that confidering the Character 
of the Fews Contemporary with Fofepbus, the Character and Circum- 
{tances of Fofephus himfelf, before and after the Deftruction of Ferufa- 
lem, and the Power and Inclination of thofe to whom he wrote, or 
by whofe Influence he undertook the Work ; he neither would nor 
could mifreprefent or conceal the Teflimony of C hrift ; our Author, I 
fay, having difpatched his Article concludes the firft Book, in fhew- 
ing that ‘tis impoffible the whole Paffage fhould be an Interpolation, 
To make this appear, he feéts forth what a wide difference there is 
between palming uponthe Worlda whole Treatife, and interpola- 
ting a few Lines ; that he who attempts the fatter mult either get alb 
the Genuin MSS. into his own Hands, or get ’em altered all the 
World over, otherwifé the collating of MSS, would difcover the 


Fraud ; and that there were. many Copies of Fofepbus’s Writings dif~ 
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perfed up and down, and efpecially in the Hands of the Heathens, 
which no Chriftian Interpolator could reach. , 
Such is the Series of our Author’s firft Book. As for the fecond 
Book which makes 95 Pages, and proves the Teftimony of Chrift 
to be Genuin from the Style and true Senfe of the Words; we leave 
the Reader to perufé at full Length in the Original, our Stinted Li- 
“mits obliging-us here to break off, 
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_ Pofthumous Works of Mr. John Lock: Viz. 1. Of the Conduct of the Une 
derftanding. 2. An Examination of P. Malebranches Opinion of Jee- 
ing all things in God.  . A difcourfe of Miracles, 4. Part of a fourth 
Letter for Toleration. §. Memoirs relating to the Life of Anthony fit 
Earl of Shaftsbury. To which is added. 6. His new Method of a come 
mon Place Book, Written Originally in French, and now tranflated into 
Englifh. London Princed for A. and J. Churchil, at the Black- 
Swan in Pater-nofter-Row. 1706. 8vo Pages 336.. 


HE Excellent Mr. Lock being lately dead, we have here his 
Pofthumous Works, of which the Editor gives the following 
Account. 
* The enfuing Treatifes (the Editor fpeaks) are true and genuin 
* remains of the Deceafed Author. whofe Name they bear, but for the 
* greateft part received not his laft Hand, being im a‘great moeafure 
“ little more then fudden Views intended to be afterwards revis’d and 
* further to be lookt into, but by Sicknefs, Intervention of Bufinefs, 
; @ 7 Enquiries, happend to be thruft afide, and fo lay neg- 
ected. 2 
© The Condué of the Underftanding he always thought to be a Sub- 
* je&t very well worth Confideration. As any Mifcarriages in that 
* Point accidentally came into his Mind, he ufed fometimes to fet 
* them down in writing, with thofe Remedies that he could then think 
* of. This Method, tho’ it makes not that hafte to the end which. 
* one could wifh, yet perhapsis the only one that can be followed 
* in the Cafe: It being here, as in Phyfick, impoffible for a Phifician 
: to defcribe a Difeafe, or feek Remedies for it, till he comes to meet 
© with it. Such particulars of this kind as occurred to the Author at a 
« time of Leifure, he, as is before faid, fet down in writing ; inten- 
‘ ding 
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‘ding if he had lived to have reduced them into Order and 
© Method, and to have made a compleat Treatife, whereas now ’tis 
* only a Collection of Cafual Obfervations, fufiicient to make Men 
* fee fome Faults in the Condu& of their Underftanding. and fafpet 
“ there may be more, and perhaps ferve to excite others to enquire 
‘farther into it, than the Author hath done. 

© The Examination of P. Malebranche’s Opinion, Of feeing all things 
* in God, fhews it to be a very\groundlefs Notion, and was not pub- 
© lifhed by the Author beaufe he looked upon it to be an Opinion that 
* would not fpread, but was like to die of it’s felf, or at leaft to do no 
© great harm. 

© The Difcourfe of Miracles was writ for his own Satisfaction, and 
* never went beyond the firft Draught, and was occafioned by his 
© Reading Mr. Fleetwoods Effay on Miracles and the Letter writ to him 
* on that Subject. 

© The fourth Letter for Toleration is imperfect, was begun by 
* the Author a little before his Death, but never finifhed. It was de- 
* figned for an Anfwer toa Book entituled 4 fecond Letter to the Au- 
© thor of the three Letters for Toleration, &c. Which was writ againi 
* the Author's third Letter for Toleration, about twelve Years after 
© the faid third Letter had been publifhed. 

© The Memoirs of the late Earl of Shaftsbury are only certain particular 


“ Facts, fet down in writing by the Author as they occur'd to his Me- 


“ mory; if Time and Health would have permitted him, he had gone 
“on further, and from fuch Materials have colle&ted and compiled 


* an’ Hiftory of that Noble Peet. (So far the Editor. 


In the Treatife of the Conduét of the underftanding which leads 
the Van, our Excellent Author, after a fhort Introduction a forth 
the Soveraignty of the Underitanding over the Will, the Infufhciency 
of the School Logick to guide it, and the general Negle& of our Un- 


derftandings by which we come very fhort of what we might attain: 


to in our feveral degrees of Capacity ; mentions p. 7. three General 
Mifcarriages that Men are guilty of in Reference to their Reafon,where- 


by this Faculty is hindred in them from that Service it might do, and: 


was defigned for. 


The firft Mifcarriage is of thofe who feldom reafon at all, but do 


and think, according to the Example of- others, whether Parents, 
Neighbours, Minifters or who elfe they are pleas’d to make choice of to 
have an implicit Faith in, for the faving of themfelves the Pains and 


trouble of Thinking and. Examining for themfelves. 
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The Second is of thofe who put Paffion in the place of Reafun, 
and being refolv'd that fhall govern their Actions and Arguments, 
neither ufe their own, nor hearken to other Peoples Reafon, any 
further than it fuits their Humour, Intereft or Party ; and thefe one 
may obferve (fays our Author) commonly content themlelves with 
Words which have no diftinct {dea’s to them, tho’, in other Matters 
that they come with an unbyafs’d Indifferency to, they want not Abi- 
lities to talk and hear Reafon, where they have no fecret Inclination 
that hinders them to be untractable to it. . 

The third fort is of thofe whoreadily and fincerely follow Reafon ; 
but for want of having that, which one may call large, found, round 
about Senfe, have not a full view of all that relates to the Queftion, 
and may be of Moment, to decide it. Here he takes occafion to ob- - 
ferve that all Men are fhort Sighted and See but in part; that upon 
this Confideration,the prowdeft Efteemer of his own Parts may reap the 
Benefit by Converfing with another that’s fhort of him in Capa- 
city. Quicknefs and Penetration; and that ‘tis not the Faculty of 
: Reafon that deceives thofe who truft to it, but the Narrownefs and 
Unadequatnefs of the Principles from which we conclude the Grounds, 
mm which we bottom our Reafoning ; That the Reafon why Men 
of Study and Thought, make no great Advances. in the Difcovery 
i of Truth, is their converfirig only with one fort of Men, and reading 
a or hearing only one fort of Notions, without a free Confideration of 
: the feveral Views and Sentiments of thinking Men of all Sides; That 
\ the Ufe of the Touch-ftone, which every Man carries about him, 
viz. natural Reafon, is {poil’d and loft by aflum‘d Prejudices, over-ween- 
i ing Prefumption, and narrowing our Minds ; That the want of ex- 
| ercifing our Reafon in the full extent of things intelligible, is that 
which weakens and extinguifhes this noble Faculty ; which our Author 
exemplifies in the narrow and confin'd Idea’s of Day Labourers, Low 
Mechanicks, Country Gentlemen that relifh nothing but Hunting and 
a Bottle, and thofe who are muffled up in the Zeal and [nfallibility of 
their own fort, and will not touch a Book, or enter into a Debate 
with a Perfon that will queition any of thofe things which to them 
‘are Sacred. 

To the Objeétion that few Menare fufficient for exercifing themfelves 
in the Latitude and Extent there enjoyn’d; our Author makes An- 
fwer; That every one knows what his proper Bufinefs is, and what, 
according to the Character he makes of himfelf, the World af ow 
ly expe from him; and to anfwer that, he will find he will ha 
time and opportunity enough to furnith himfelf, if he will not de- 
. ; prive 
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prive himfelf, by a Narrownefs of Spirit, of thofe Helps that are at 
Hand. He, fas our Author, that will enquire out. the belt. Books 
in every Science,‘ and inform himfelf of the moft material Authors of 
the feveral’Se&ts of Philofophy and Religion, will not find itan iaf- 
nite Work to acquaint himfelf with the Sentiments of Mankind con~ 
cerning the moft weighty and comprehenfive Sutjects, Let him exer- 
cife the Freedom of his Reafonand Underltanding in fuch a Latitude 
as this, and his Mind wiil be flrengthen’d, his Capacity inlarg'd, his 
Faculties improv’d: and the Light which the remote and {tcatter’d 
artsof Truth wiil give to one another, will fo affift his Judgment, 
that he will feldom be widely out, or mifs giving Proof of a clear 
Head, and a comprehenfive Knowledge. At lealt, this is the only 
way I know (continues the excellent Mr. Lock) to give the Under- 
ftanding its due Improvement to the fullextent of its Capacity, and to 
diftinguifh the two moft different things 1 know in the World, a Lo- 
ical Chicanner from a Man of Reafon. 

This leads him to mention, as a Fault inthe Condud& of the Un- 
derflanding, the want of a right Ufe of the Faculties we have; all 
Men being born with Faculties and Powers capable almoft of any 
thing, fuch at leaft, as would carry us farther than catrbe eafily ima- 

ined ; and it being only the Exercife of thofe Powers which gives 
us Ability and Skill in any thing, and leads us towards Perfection. 
Under this Head he takes notice of the Power of Praftice and Habits 
in the Motions of the Body ; and applying the Simily to the Mind, 
obferves, that Pra&tice makes it what it is ; and that moft, even of 
thofe Excellencies which are look’d on as natural Endowments (parti- 
cularly Pleafantnefs in Railery, or telling diverting Stories) will be 
found, when examined into more narrowly, to be the Produét of 
' Exercife, and to be raifed to that Pitch only by repeated Actions. 

Another Fault that {tops or mifleads Men in their Knowledge, is a 
Cuftom of taking up with Principles that are not felf evident,and very 
often not fo much as true. Such Principles are thefe and the like ; 
viz. the Founders, or Leaders, of my Party are gocd Men, and: 
therefore their Tenets are true; It is the Opinion of a Sect that 
is Erroneous, therefore it is Falfe ; It hath been long received in the 
World, therefore itis True; or It is New, and therefore Falfe. Men 
refting upon thefe or the like Foundations, and contenting themfelves 
with a fhort and.very imperfect Ufe of their Underftandings, never 
trouble themfelves to feek out Methods to improve their: Minds, and 
live all their Lives without any Notion of clofe Reafoning, in a con- 
tinued Connexion of a long train of Confequences from fure Founda- 
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tions, fuch as.is requifite for the making out moft of the fpeculative 
Truths moft Men own to believe, and are moft concern’d in, 

To remedy this Defect, our Author fays, we fhould always remem- 
ber, that the Faculties of our Souls are improved and made ufeful to 
us, juft after the fame manner as our Bodies are. If we would have 
a Man to reafon well, we mu‘ ufe him to it betimes, exercife his _ 
Mind in obferving the Connexion of Idea’s, and following them 
in train. 

For this end he recommends the Mathematicks as the moft effectual 
Means, which therefore, he thinks, fhould be taught all thofe who 
have the time and opportunity, not fo much to make them deep Ma- 
thematicians, as to make them reafonable Creatures; for tho’ we all 
call our felves fo, becaufe we are born to it if we pleafe, yet we may 
truly fay Nature gives us but the Sceds of it. Weare born tobe, 
if we pleafe, rational Creatures, but *tis Ufe and Exercife makes us 
fo; and we are indeed fo, no further than Induftry and Application has 
carried us ; fo that the way of Reafoning that the Mathematicks ne- 
ceffarily bring the Mind to, fhould be transferrd to other parts of 
Knowledge as we liave occafion. For in all forts of Reafoning, eve- 
ry fingle Argument fhould be managed as a Mathematical Demon- 
{tration ; the Connexion?and Dependance of Idea’s fhould be followed, 
till the Mind is brought to the Source on which it bottoms, and ob- 
ferves the Co-herence all along, tho’ in Proofs of Probability one 
fuch Train is not enough to fettle the Judgment, as in demonftra- 

tive Knowledge. | 

“ Where a Truth (/as Mr. Locke) is made out by one Demon- 
‘* ftration, there needs no farther Enquiry; but. in Probabilities 
“* where there wants Demonftration tc eltablifh the Truth without 
“ doubt, there ‘tis not enough to train one Argument to its Source, 

and obferve its Strength and Weaknefs ; bur all the Arguments, af- 
ter having been fo examined on both Sides, muft be laid in ballance 
one againft another, and upon the whole, the Underitanding deter- 
““ mine ws Affént. ‘This is a way of Reafoning (continues be) the 
‘© Underftanding flhou!d be accuftomed to, which 1s fo different from 
** what the Illiterate are uféd to do, that even Learned Men often- 
times feem to have little or no Notion of it Nor is it to be 
wonder’d ; fince the way of difputing in the School's, leads, 
them quite away from it, by inGiting on one topical Argument, by 
** the Suécefs'of which the Truth or Fallhood of the Queftion is to. 
““ be determin’d; arid Victory adjudg’d to the Opponent or Defen- 
“ dant, which is all one as if one fhould ballance an Account by one: 
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© Sum charg'd and difchare’d, when there are an Hundred others to 
** be taken into Contideration.”® Alter recommending Mathema- 
ticks, and particularly Algebra, for giving new Helps and Views to 
the Underftanding, Mr. Locke adds ; “ If I propcfe theie, ir is not, 
** as I faid, to make every Man a thorough Mathematician, or a deep 
‘¢ Algebrailt 5 but yet I think the Study of them is of intinite Uf 
““ even to grown Men, firft by experimentally convincing them, that 
“ to make any one Reafon well, ic is not enough to have Parts 
“ wherewith he is fatisfied, and that ferve him well enough in his or- 
** dimary Courfe: A Man in thofe Studies will fee, that however Good 
** he may think his Underftanding, yet in many things, and thofe 
“* very vilible, it may failhim. ‘This would take off that Prefum= 
** ption that moft Men have of themfelves in this Part; and they 
“ would not be fo apt to think their Minds wanted no Helps to in- 
“ large them; that there could be nothing added to the Acutenefs and 
*¢ Penetration of their Under{tandings. Secondly, the Study of the 
** Mathematicks would fhew them the Necetlity there is in Reafon- 
“* ing, to feparate all the diitinct Idea’s, and fee the Habitudes that 
“all thofe concern’d in the prefent Enquiry have to one another, and 
“ to lay by thofe which relate not to the Propofition in hand, and 
“* wholly to leave them out of the Reckoning. 

After difmiffing this Subject, viz. the UfefulnefS of the Mathema- 
ticks for the Impfovement.of Reafon, he infifts on the Duty incum- 
bent upon us to reafon right upon Religion, the Knowledge of that 
being of the greateft Concern and largeft Views, if Men would make 
a right Ufe of their Faculties, and itudy their own Underftandings. 
Then, to fitour Underftanding for Reafoning right, he injoyns; that 
Care fhould be taken to fill the Mind with moral and abftract Idea’s, 
which do not offer themflves to the Senfes, but muft be framd to 
the Underitanding. The Importance of having abftract\ Idea’s 
fteady and fettled in the Under‘tanding, appears in this, for Inflance, 
that we can’t know whether we be obliged to be Juft, if we have not 
eftablifh’d Idea’s in our Minds of Obligation and of Juftice, fince 
Knowledge confifts in nothing but the perceiv’d Agreement or Difa= » 
greement of thofe Idea’s; and fo of all others the like, which concern 
our Lives and Manners. 

The next Fault he mentions, as mifleading Men in the Conduet of 
their Underftanding is Prejudice; the Cure of which is noother 
but this, that every Man fhould let alone other’s Prejudices, and exae 
minehis own. The only way to remove this great Caufe of sgnorance 


and Error outof the World, is, for every one impartially to examine 
ee TYG himéelf. 
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himfelf. 'Tothofe who are willing to get rid of this great Hindrance 

of Knowledge, our Author offers one Mark whereby Prejudice may- 
be known ; wiz. If he that is ftrongly of any Opinion, can‘, after 
all his Profeilion, bear any Oppofition to his.Opinion, if he can’t 


. fo much as give a patient hearing, much lefs examine and weigh the 


Arguments on the other fide, ’tis a plain Argument that Prejudice go- 
verns him, and that ‘tis not the Evidence of ‘ruth, but fome lazy An- 
ticipation, fome beloved Prefumption that he dilires to reft unditturb’d 
in. He that would acquit himfelf in this cafe asa Lover of Truth, 
not giving any way to any Preoccupation or Biafs that may miflead 
him, muit do two things that are not very common, nor very eafie, 
Firii, he muft be Indifferent ; he muft not be in Love with any Opi- 
nion, or with it to be true, till he knows it to be fo, and then he will 
not need to with it; for nothing that is falfe can deferve our good 
Withes, nor a Defire that it fhould have the Place and Face of Truth ; 
and yet nothing is more frequent than this. Secondly, he muft do 
that which he will find him‘elf very averfé to, as judging the thing 
Unneceflary, or himfelf Uncapable of doing it- He mutt try and ex- 
amine whether his Principles are certainly true or not, and how far 
he may rely upon them. In thefe two things, wz. an equal In- 
differency-for all “Truth, and,the Examination of our own Prin- 
ciples, -confifts that Freedom of the Underftanding which is ne- 
ceflary to a rational Creature, and without which it is not truly an 
Underftanding. The World is apt tocaft great Blame on thofe who 
have an !ndifferency for Opinions, efpecially in Religion: But ‘1 fear 
“* ( fays our Author) this isthe Foundation of great Error and worfe con- 
“* fequences. ‘To be indifferent which of two Opinions is true, is 
“¢ the right temper of the Mind that preferves it from being impofed 
** on,difpofes it to examine with that Indifferency, till it has done: its 
“ belt to find the Truth, .and this is the only dire&t and fafe. way 
“© to it.But to be indifferent whether we imbrace Falfhood for Truth 
** or no isthe great Road to Error. 

Thus far our Author has infifted on the common and moft ge- 
neral Mifcarriages which he would have Men to avoid or rectify in 
a Right Condu& of their Underitandings, and to be particularly taken 
care of in Education. For he takes the Bufinefs of Education in 
refpect of Knowledge, to be, not to perfect a Learner in all or 
any one of the Sciences, but to give his Mind that Freedom, that 
Difpofition, and thofe Habits that may inable him, to attain any part 


_ of Knowledge he fhall apply himfelf.to, or ftand in need of, in the 


future Courfe of his Life. “ This’ (/as our Author) and this only 
ert ; ’ € 
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“is well Principling, and not the inftilling.a Reverence and 
“ Veneration for certain Dogmata under the Specious Tile of 
* Principles, which are often fo remote from that Truth and E- 
‘© vidence which belongs to Principles, that they ought to be rejected 
“* as falfe and erroneous, and is often the Caufe, to Men fo educated, 
‘* when they come abroad into the World, and find they. cannot 
‘© maintain the Principles fo taken up and reited in, to cait off all 
“* Principles and turn perfect Seepticks, regardlefs of Knowledge and 
Vertae: 

The reft of the Treatife, wiz. from p. 4.7. tothe End, confifts of 
Obfervations, pointing either to the Hindrances of Knowledge, and 
Improvement,or to the proper Means and Method of compaifing ir. 
Our wonted Brevity not allowing us to go thro’ them all, we fhall 
here draw out fome fhort general Heads ef ’em,as they lye before us, 
referring the Reader to the Book it felf for the Particulars. 

The Hindrances of Knowledge, are; not making Obfervations 
from Matters of Fact recorded in Civil or Natural Hitltorians; Suffe- 
ring our own natural Tempers and Patfons to influence our Judgments, 
efpecially of Men and things that may any way relate to our prefent 
Circumflances and Intereft: Hunting after Arguments to make 
good one Side of a Queftion, and wholly neglecting and refuling 
thofe which favour the other Side: Collecting Arguments pro and 
con upon the Queftions we Study, to fupply Copious and Plaufible 
Talk: Hafte or Lazynefs in fitting down contented with improper 
ways of Search, fuch as Teftimony, probable Topicks, Gc. A De- 
fultory Skipping from one fort of Knowledge to another, the. refile 
of Lazinefs with a mixture ef Vanity: The Affectation of a fmatte- 
ring in every thing (tho’ our Author thinks Men fhould look into 
all forts of Knowledge, not fo much for enlarging their Stock, as for 
a Variety and Freedom of thinking :) Reading without Digeftion and. 
due Examination: Partiality to Studies, the Effect of Ignorance and 
not Knowledge. 

Under the Head of Partiality as an Hindrance to Knowledge, :our 
Excellent Author enumerates feveral forts of Partiality from p. 64. to 
77. and here we can’t forbear mentioning one or two of them, 

This Partiality is frequently - attended with a Contempt of all 
other Sciences, befides thatin which one is particularly vers’d ; and. 
where it is not permitted on Authority to render all other Studies in- 
fignificant or contemptible, is often indulged fo far as to be relyed 
upon, and made ufe of in other parts of Knowledge, to-which it does 


not belong, wherewith it hath no manner of Affinity. Some — 
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‘have {o usd their Heads to Mathematical Figures, that giving a Pre- 
ference to the Methods of that Science, they inteoduce Lines and 
Diagrams into their Study of Divinity, or Politick Enquiries, as if no- 
thing could be known without them; and others accuitomed to reti- 
red Speculations, run natural Philofophy into Metaphylical Notions, 
and the abltract Generalities of Logick ; and how often may one 
meet with Religion and Morality, treated of in the Terms of the La- 
boratory, and thought to be improved by the Method and Notions of 
Chymiitry. But to have right “ onceptions of things; we mult bring 
our Underftandings tg the inflexible Natures and unaiterable Relations 
of things, and not endeavour to bring things to any preconceiv d No- 
tions of our own. 

There is another Partiality, very commonly obfervable in Men of 
Study, no lefs prejudicial nor ridiculous than the former ; and that is 
a phantaftical and wild attributing all Knowlege to the Ancients 
alone or to the Moderns. This raving upon Antiquity in matter 
of Poetry, Horace has wittily defcribed and expofed in one of | his 
Satyrs: and the fame fort of Madnefs may be found in. referencence to 
allthe other Sciences. 

Another Partiality may be obferved in fome to vulgar, in others to 
Heterodox Tenets, Some are apt to conclude, that what is the com- 
mon Opinion cannot but be true, fo many Eyes they think, can’t but 
fee right; on the other fide fome Hy all common Opinions as either Falfe 
or Frivolous, and run only after Paradoxes, to diftinguifh themfelves 
from the Vulgar. 

** Another fort of Partiality (¢o ufe the Authors’s admirable Words) 
there is, whereby Men impofe upon themfelves, and by it make* 
their Reading little ufeful to themielyes; I mean the making ufe of 
‘© the Opinions of Writers.and laying ftrefs upon their Authorities, 
“ wherever they find them to Favour their Opinions. There is no 
thing almoft {continues be) has done more harmto Men dedicated 
to Letters, than giving the Name of Study to Reading,and making 
a Man of great Reading to be the fame with a Man of great Knows 
* ledge, o1 at leaft to be a Title of Honour. All that can be recore 
“* ded in Writing are only Facts or Reafonings, Facts are of-three 
“ forts, 1. Merely of Natural Agents, obfervable in the ordinary Ope- 
“€ rations of Bodies one upon another,whether in the vifible:Courfe of 
“ things left to themfelves, or in Experiments:made by Men, ap- 
plying Agents and. Patients to one another, after. a peculiar and 
Artificial Manner, 2. Of Voluntary Agents, more. efpecially the 
be . + « . ‘Gye . 

* AQdons of Men in Society, which makes Civil and Moral Hag 
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3. Gf Opinions, In thefe three coniifls, as it ems to me, that 
‘ which commonly has the Name of Learning, to which perhaps 
** fome may adda diltinét Head of Critical Writings, which indeed 

€° at bottom is nothing but matter of Fad, and refoives into this, 
* that fucha Man or fet of Men, ufed-fuch a Word or Phrafe in 

“® fuch a Senfe, # e. that they made fuch Sounds the Marks of fuch 

** Idea’s. Under Rerfonings I comprehend all the Difcoveries of ge- 
** neral Truths made by Human Reafon, whether found by Intuition, 
“ Demonttration or probable Deductions. And this is that 
which is, if not alone knowledge (becaufé the “Truth or 
Probability of Particular Propofitions may be known too) yet is, as 
may be fuppofed, moft properly the BufinefS of thofe who pre- 
tend to improve their Underftandings and make themfelves know- 

ing by Reading. Books and Reading are looked upon to be the 
** great help of the Underflanding and Inftruments of Knowledge, 

“as ir mult be allowed that they are; and yer I beg 

leave to queftions whether thefe- do not prove an Hindrance 

** to many, and keep feveral Bookifh Men from attaining to fos 
** lid and true Knowledge. This, I think 1 may be permitted to 

“* fay , that there is no Part where in the Underltanding needs a 

‘ more careful and wary Conduct than in the Ufe of Books; with- 

** out which they will prove rather Innocent Amufements than pro- 

“* fitable Imployments of our Time, and bring but fmall Additions to 

** our Knowledge. ” Some who employ their whole time in Books 

make no great Advances in real Knowledge, tho’ there be no Defect 

in their Intellectual Faculties to which their little Progrefs can. be 
imputed. Andthe Miftake lies here, that it is ufually fuppofed, that 
by Reading, the Author’s Knowledge is transfusd into’ the Reader’s 

Underftanding; and fo it is, but not by bare Reading, but by. Rea- 

ding and Underftanding what he Writ, that-is, feemg and following 

the Train of his Reafonings, obferving the‘Strength and Clearnefs.of 
their Connexion, and examining upon what they bottom. 

To return to the Enumeration of the Hindrances' of Knowledge 
and Improvement, or the means to compafs x, thofe which remain lys 
in the following Order. | 

The Eagernefs and ftrong Bent of the Mind after Knowledge, 
if not warily regulated is a Hindrance, fince it dwells not long e- 
nough upon what is before it, or prefles too haftily to general Ob- 
fervations and Conclutions without a due Examination of Particulars. 
The giving one’s felf up tothe firft Anticipations of the Mind, and 


a Tenaciouinefs of the Opinions that firft poflefs us, is anothers 7 
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well as of Refignation of our Judgment to the laft Man we read 
or hear. Another Obftacle is Over-{training the Mind and not ob- 
ferving a gradual Progrefs to fuch knotty Parts of Knowledge as try 
the Strength of Thought, for fear of difcouraging er damping it for the 
future, tho’ on the other Hand, we muft not run the Mind by an 
over great Shynefs of Difficulties into a lazy, faunting about ordinary 
and obvious things, that demand no ‘Fhought or Application, 

The following Heads may go under the Name of Hindrances , as 
their Reverfe contributes to the Improvement of Knowledge. 
The Abufe of Words or Terms, when we have no Idea of things 
fignified. ‘Che Eratick Flux of Ideas Running the Mind into too 
minute Diftinétions and Divifions. Letting the Mind upon the fug- 
geftion of any new Notion run immediately after Similies to make ir 
the clearer to it felf, fimilies always failing in fome part and coming 
{hort of that exa&tnefS which our Conception fhould have to things,if 
we would think a right. The giving aflent to DoStrines upon flight 
or no Grounds or denying it upon due Evidence. Not obferving 4 
perfect Indifferency for all Opinions, or giving way to Opinion with 
ungrounded Inclination, which is the greateft fource of Errour. Pre. 
fumption of Parts,as if twere a fuperfluous Labour to make Provi‘ion. 
Defpondency at the fir Dithculty. Affociation of Idea’s, as frequent 
a Caufe of Miflaké and Error, as perhaps any thing elfe that can be 
named, and a Difeafe of the Mind as hard to be cured as any, it be- 
ing a very hard thing to convince any one, that things are not {0, 
and naturally fo, as they conftantly apear to him. Sophiftical Fal- 
lacies, or the Cultom of Authors biaffed to one fide of the Queftion 
who are often led by their Inclinations to change the Idea’s of the Quefti- 
on, either by changing the Terms, or by adding and joyning others to 
them, whereby the Idea’s under confideration are fo varied, as to be 
more ferviceable to their purpofe. The Amufing our felves with 
trifling and incidental Queftions, and not employing all our Thoughts 
about Fundamental and Material Queftions, Not accuftoming our 
felves in any Queftion propos’d to examine and find out upon what 
it bottoms; and to gain a full Maftery over our Thoughts, fo as to 
be able to transfer them at Pleafure. 
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Mifcellaneus Tratts.V ol 111. viz. 1. Proving the Adoration of Images 5 pray- 
ing to Angels and Saints ; Purgatery, the~Doétrine of the Seven Sacra: 
ments; Tranfubftantiation , the denying the Cupiin the Sacrament to the 
People, Private Maffes 5 the Adoration a the Sacrament, the Pricf? sputting 
the Bred in to the Mouths of the Communicants ; being prefent at the Cele- 
bration of the Sacrament and not communicating; Auricular Confeffion. To be 
Doétrines and Praétices not known in the Spanifh Church in the beginning 
of the Eight Century, when it was difperfed by the Moor's Conqueft of 
Spain: And that the Spanifh Kings had an Ecclefiaftical Supremacy, 
equal to that which is now in the Crown of England. II. A View of 
her Methods by which the Roman Church keeps her People from coming 
co the Knowledge of the great and manifold Errours and Corruptions which 
are in ber Faith, Worfhip and Spirit. Ul. The Life of Maria de Je- 
{us of : Agreda, a late Famous Spanifh Man. 1V. An Hiftory of the 
Schifms which have been in the Roman See. V. AView of all the Or- 
ders of Monks and Fryers in the Roman Church ; With an Account of 
their Founders ; fufficient to help any one to form a right Idea of the Men 
or of sheWriters of their Lives, VI. An Effay on the Countries, Re- 
ligion, Learning, Numbers, Forms of Government, and the chief Caufe 
of the Succeffes of the Nations, by which the Roman Empire was pull’d 
down. Il. An Effay on the Canons of the Council of Sardica, parti- 
cularly on that which relates to Appeals te Rome. By Michael Geddes, 
L. L. D. and Chancellour of the Church of Sarum. London, Prine- 
ed for A. and J. Churchil at she black Swan sn Pater-nofter-row, 1706. 
Svo. Pages § 2, befides Titles, Dedication and Prefacen 


UR learned Author (whofe Merit and Character is well known 

to the Learned World from his former Performances) does, in 
the firft of the Tracts now before us, plainly make out the Novelty 
of the Popith Doétrines and Pradtices merttion’d in the Title. So that 
the -Proteftant Faith and Worfhip is not new, but the ancient Faith 
reftored ; the reform’d Churches, and particularly the Church of Eng- 
land, departi no farther from the Reman Church, than the Roman 
had d eparted rt the Catholick Church in her firft and pureft Ages, 
when aie Epithet of Catholick was given her in the Creed. 
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Thefe Innovations of the Church of Rome, did not fpread fo rea- 
dilp ato the Charches that had no Dependance upon, and but little 
Communication with the Reman; and fach was the Chorch of Spain 
before its Difperfion by the Moers Conquelt of 2 in the beginning 
of the eight Century. From the Foundation the Church of Spain, 
to the Period of its being difperfed, near forty Councils met in it to 
treat about Matters of Faith and Diftipline ; and our Author here 
proves, That in all their A&ts and Canons, which are very numerous, 
none of the above mention’d Doctrinesand Practices are ever menti- 
on'd, tho” there were frequent Occafions to have fpoke of them, if 
they had been receiv’d and own'd by them. From this profound Si- 
lence of the Spamifh Church he jultly concludes they were not then 
known among them. Nay, the contrary of molt of thefe Doctrines 
and Practices he fhews to be aflirm’d, either in their Acts, or in the 
Writings of the Members of their Church ; and makes it to appear, 
That there is not one of them, which is not acknowledged by fome 
of the learned Writers of the Romman Communion, to be a Novel- 
ty, or at Jeaft mot to have been trom the beginning. 

The firft of thofe Doctrines and. Practices, is the Ufé and Adorati- 
on of Images, which firft crept into the Chrittian Church by an un- 
warrantable Compliance with the Heathens, in order to draw them 
infentibly to Chriftianity ; and are not at all mention’d in the Canons 
of the Spamife Church, where the Ornaments of Churches are 
enumerated ; nor yet guarded with an Exception in their fevere Ca- 
nons againit Idolatry. Nay,the 36th Canon of the Council of Bii- 
beris politively forbids Pictures in Churches; the Force of which fome 
would elude by alledging, that it forbids only Painted, and nor Carv- 
ed Images ; others, by pleading, that Pictures were only forbid to be 
Painted on the Walls of the Churches,. becaufe if Perfecution did a- 
rife, they could not be removed, and fo would be a laughing Stock to 
the Jews and Heathens; and others again by pretending, that Images 
were forbid to be Painted on the Walls out of a und Reverence 
for them, becaufe, by the breaking or cracking of the Plaifter where- 
on they are drawn, they might be fodefacd as to fall under Contempt. 
But the firft Plea can’t juftity the Church of Rome, who have many 
more Painted than Carved Images ; the fecond has not the leaft Colour 
in the Canon; _ belidesthat, the Heathens were fond of Images ; and 
tho’ the Jews indeed were great Haters of Images, theSpanifp Church 
was at that time in no Danger from them; and as for the third Inter- 
pretation, we can’t think that the Council of Nice, which in exprefs 
Words commanded Images to be Painted on the Walls of os 
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had a lef§ Veneration for Images than that of Bideris, Under this Head 
our Author takes occafion to obfrve that fora good part of the ninay 
Century the Gallick Church, a great part of which had belonged 
to Spa, did diffover a vehement Averfion to the adoration of Ima- 
ges; for which Breas makes an outragious Reflection upon ‘em. 

Praying to Angels and Saints (the f€cond Doctrine here Treated) 
is not at all mentioned in any of the Councils of the Spang Church, 
tho’ they have abowe rwenty Canons of their Liturgy, and the Form 
of publick Worfhip ; neither does St. Jidere mention it, tho" he has 
x Chapter of Prayer and another of Saints. 

Purgatory (the third Head) is where no mentioned among them ; 
the Commemoration in their Liturgy argues, they knew nothing of 
it. *Tis true they had Oblations for the Deceafed” that were believed 
to have died in the Lord, but that (re 2@ ear Author's Piva) did a- 
mount to no more than that which we do make for them ia the order 
of the Burial of the Dead ; in which we befeech God, that he would 
be pleaféd of his gracious Goodnefi, fhortly to accomplith, the num- 
ber of his Elect, and ro haften his Kingdom to the perfecting of the 
everlaiting Blifs of all that have died in his Favour. 

The Dodtrine of the Seven Sacraments is no. where mentioned in 
the Spanife Councils, nor by Jidere. Nay the firft Chriftian “Writer 
that Beliarmin was able to quote for it, was Peter Lembard wha lived 
above Eleven Hundred Years after Chrift's Aftenfion. And as for the 
Plea of Congruencies offered by that Author, “twill conclude for Se- 
venty as weilbas Seven. 

As for Tranfabftantiation (the firft Doétrine here treated) our 
Author proves from the Prayers in the Liturgy of the. Ancient 
Spam Church, and from the Canons of their Councils, that they 
believed the Sub{tance of the Bread and Wine in the Sacrament, to 
remain after they were confécrated ; and from the Prayers uféd by 
that Church after Confecration, that they did not believe Chrilt’s Bo- 
dy and Bloodj to be really and corporally in the Sacrament, He 
obferves further, that as in the Books of St. Ifdere, Bifhop of Sevil, 
there is not any thing that makes for Tranfubitantiation ; 0 tho’ Bel 
larmine and the other Writers, have {pared no pains. to prefs ancient 
Teftimonies into the Service of that Doctrine, yet they have not been 
able to draw one our of any of her numerous Writings, tho’ that Sa- 
crament is {0 often fpoke of inthem. “* But the ( fas our 
“* Author) that puts the Ancient Spanife Churche’s not having belie- 
“¢ ved Tranfubftantiation out of Doubt, is, that Church's, until 150 
** Years after the asl aaemy td the Moers, having every where 
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 -confecrated the Sacrament withthe Words of St. Paw, in the r1th 
‘© Chapter of his firft Epiftle to the Corinthians ; in which Words the 
‘“ Elements , after they are confecrated , are exprefly called 
‘© Bread and the Cup; with which Form of Confeeation, Pope 
‘© %obn V1. having been for that Reafon much offended, he fent a 
‘* Legate into Spain on purpofe to have that Form changed for the 
“ Roman: To which change in their Liturgy, the Spaniards, who 
were in a Corner under a King of their own Nation, did agree 
by reafon of cheir ftanding at that time,in too much need of the Bi- 
fhop of Rome’s Affiftance in their Wars with the Moors, to deny 
him any thing that he defired of them, But as this was not the 
cafe'of the Spanifh Chriftians ,who were mixed with the Moors, 
and lived under their Dominion, and from whom the Ancient Go- 
“¢ thick Liturgy was called the Mozarabick; {0 it is not at all likely, 


6; 


4 
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“* their Books; for asno.Papal Legate dur{t venture to go among 


them, about that or any other bulinefs, there being no Seé& that 


‘¢ fiohts the Papifts at their own weapons fo.much as the Mobome- 
. 


cé 


~~ 


“ Soaniards, there was never any People more averfe to any. thing, 


“* than the moz-Arab Chriftians wereto change their Ancient Liturgy 
“¢ for the Roman. 


Our Author concludes this Article of Tranfubftantiation in acquain- 
ting us that there is nota manufcript Copy of the Mozarabick Liturgy 
to be met with any where that he can hear of,and that tisvery proba~ 
ble the forementioned Form of Confecration was changed for the Ro- 
man by Cardinal Ximenes, who Printed that Liturgy in the beginning 


of the fixteenth Century. 


The next Article is denying the Cup in the Sacrament to the Peo- 
ple, a plain confequence of the belief of Trafubftantiation with the 
leaven of Pride in it. Here he proves from the Canons of the Anci- 
ent Spanifo Church that fhe wasan utter Stranger to that great and 
bold Sacriledge; and.from the pofitive Affirmation.of Cardinal Bona, 
that the whole Catholick Church adminiftred the Cup inthe Sacra- 
ment to.all the Communicants, till the beginning of the twelfth Centu- 
ry. Here our wonted brevity obliges us to break off, in hopes. of a- 
nother Opportunity to purfue the fequel of this, and’ glancel briefly 


at the Subftance of the fubfequent, Tracts. . 


The 


. " ° 
that that change of the Form of Confecration was made in any of 


tans, fo long after the change was firft made among the unmixt . 
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* The State of Learning. 


LON DON. 


Ropofals for Printing by Subfcription, Mathefis Fuvenilis; or’a 

Courfe of Mathematicks, for the Ufe of Young Students, and 
fuch as have not arrived toa great Perfection in thofé Studies. Con- 
tainining plain and eafie Treatifes, by way of Queflion and -Anfwer-in 
the following Sciences, wiz. Arithmetick, Geometry, Trigonome- 
try, Fortification, Architecture, Staticks, Mechanicks, Opticks, Ca- 
toptricks, Dioptricks, Aftronomy, and the ufe of the Globes, Chro- 
nology, Dialling. Made Engiifh from the Latin of Fo. Chriftopher Stur- 
miu, Proteffor of Philofophy and Mathematicks, in the Univerfity of 
Altorf; Author of the Mathefis Enucleata. 

. ‘The Propofals are, I. The Book with abundance of Copper 
Cuts, will make three (if not more) fuch Volumes as the Authors 
Book called Mathefis Enucleata,; Or, The Elements of Mathematicks, 
already Publithedin Englifh, in Ofavo. 

ll. The Book fhall be: Printed on the fame Paper and Character. 
with thefe Propofals, 

lll. The Price to Subfcribers is fifteen Shillings per Booke in Quires ; 
five Shillings to be paid down, and the reft on the Delivery. Thofe 
that procure Subfcriptions for fix Books fhall have a Seventh Grazs. 
Not. to be fold under eighteen Shillings toany but Subscribers. 

IV. Subfcriptions will be taken in by the Undertaker and «moft 
other Bookféllers rill the firft-of Fue next, the Book being, de- 
fign’d to be finifh’d by Michaelmas next, the Copy being all ready — 
for the Prefs ; therefore the Subfcriptions are defir’d to be. haftned, 
that the Undertaker may be at fome certainty what Number to 
print, intending. to Print very few more than are Subferib’d for. . 


The Undertaker, i Daniel Midwinter, at the Rofe:and Crown in Sei | 
Paul's Church-Yarde ©" | 
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Books Publifh’d this Month, and not Abridg’d. 


OME _  Telftimonies of the 

moft Eminent English Diflen- 
ters, as alfo of Forreign Re- 
formd Churches and Divines , 
concerning the Lawfulnefs of the 
Rites and Ceremonies of the 
Church of England, and the Un- 
lawfulnefs of . feparating from it. 
Printed at Oxon; and fold by 
James Knapton. 

A clear and full Vindication of 
fome Particulats centained in my 
Worthy Friend Mr. Dowley’s Let 
ter to Dr. Wells. Sold by B. 
‘Bragg. 

An Ode humbly infcribed to the 
Queen, on the late Glorious Suc- 
cefSof her Majelty’s Arms. Writ- 
ten in Imitation of Spencer's Stile 
Printed for ‘Facob Tonfon. 

The fourteenth Chapter of I/aiab 
in Engh{h Verfe, on Cccalion of 
the Battle of Ramily, and the fol- 
lowing Succeffes. Printed for B. 
Bragg. 

Memoirs of the Affairs of Scor- 
land, containing a full Account of 
the Revolution in that Kingdom, 
begun in 1567, faithfully Pub- 
lifhed from an authentick Manu- 
{cript by Her Majefty’s Hiftorio- 
grapher for the Kingdom of Scor- 
land. Printed for Geo. Strahan. 


Ramilies, A Poem humbly in- 
feribed to his Grace the Duke of 
Marlborough, By William-Wags 
fiaffe, Gent. of Lincoln Colledge, 
Oxon. Printed for Tho. Atkinfon. 

. “A> Prologue to the Univerfity 
of Oxford, fpoken by Mr. ks 
at the opening the Theatre there, 
written by Mr. Steele, Printed for 
B. Lintot- 

A Sermon Preach’d before the 
Princefs Sophia of Hannover, the 
24thof Mz, 1:706.-by Andrew 
Snape, D. D. Fellow of King’s Col- 
ledge, Cambridge, and Chaplain to 
his Grace the Duke of Somer/ee. 
Sold by Feffory Wale. , 

The Female Advocate, er an . 
Anfwer to a late Satyr againft the 
Pride, Luft and Inconftancy of 
Women ; A Poem written by a 
Lady, in Vindication of her Sex. 

A new Collection of Poems on 
feveral Occafions, Dedicated to 
the L. Halifax, by the Author of 
the Female Advocate. — Both 
Printed for #. Taylor. 

Hymnus Sacer, five Parapbrafis 
in Debore  Baruwi Canticum carmi- 
ne Expreffa, ¢. Libro Fudicium Cap. 
V. AutoreW. Bouchert. Incepe. 
in Art Coll, Emman, Cant. Sold 
by J. Knapton. 
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A Perfuafive to an Exa&t Con- 
formity to the Doétrine and Di- 
{cipline of the Church of England 
with fome Reflections upon occa- 


fional Conformity. Sold by 8. 


' Bragg. 


Hudibras Redivious. No. 11. 
Sold by B. Bragg. 

A’Prologue fpoken in Camilla 
By Mr. Cibber at the Theatre Roy- 
al in Drury Lane. Written by Mr. 
Cibber. Price 2d. Printed for B. 
Lintot. ) 

The Mifcellanecus Works of 
the right Honourable the late 
Earl of Rochefter , and —Roscom- 
mons With the Memoirs of the 
Life and. Character of the Earl 
of Rochefter in a Letter to the 
Dutchefs of Mazarine. By Mon- 
fieur St. Euremont. To which is ad- 
ded a Curious Colleétion of Ori- 
ginal Poems and Trranflations, by 
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the Earl of Dorfer, the Lord S-.rs 
the Lord H---x, the Lord G-- & 
Sr. Roger L’Eftrange Mr. Otway 
Mr. Prior Mr. Walfo, Mr. Smith, 
Mr. Rowe, Ge. Sold by B. Bragg. 

Moral Maxims and. Refteéti- 
ons, in Four Parts, Written in 
French, by the Duke of Rochefou- 
cault, now made -Englifb. The 
fecond Edition. Revifed and Cor- 
rected, with the Addition of 135 
Maxims, not Tranflated before. 

A Sermon Preached at Ciaifter 
in Lincolnfhire, May, the 23.1706. 
At the Primary Vifitation of the 
Right Reverend Father in God, 
Wiliam Lord Bifhop of Lincoln, 
&c. By Fohn Brown. M. A. Re- 
Etor of Walesby, in» Lincolufbire. 
Publifhed by his Lordfhip’s Order. 
Both Printed for Richard Sare at 
Grays-In Gate in Holbourn. 
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